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TO THE READER. 



This book owes its existence to the 
following circumstance :-r-In a recent 
pompa ny ^composed of gentlemen of high 
respectability^ but of different religious 
denominations, the teaets of the various 
^ects into which the great family of 
Christians is divided, became the topic 
of conversation. The company^ altho' 
agreed on some of the most important 
doctrines of the Gospel (viz.) of 

1 

salvation by the Son of God ; of 41uB 
power and influence of the Holy Ghost 
to sanctify the soul^ and of the ever 
blessed Trinity of the Godhead^ en- 
tertained a contrariety of oi^Vciwv wi. % 
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iv TO THE RKADER, . 

variety of other subjects^ which drew 
them into controversies^ as learned as 
they were spirited. • 

The controversies which were thus 
commenced^ were continued from time 
to time with 00 much zeal and ability, 
as at length to excite the attention of 
the public, and they Anally drew togeth- 
pr some hundreds of the most pious, and 
learned of the American nation, whp 
formed themselves into a council to set'* 
tie the important matters in dispute, — 
The following is a record of the proi 
(feedings of that council, for the accurar 
ey of which, the Reporter feels himself 
' solely accountable. 
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As soon as a sufficient number of the gentlemen 
had convened, they proceeded, as is usual in sueh 
eases, jto appoint a Chairman : when President 
James was elected by an unanimous vote, and 
by a similar vote, Daniel was chosen Secretary* 

The assembly being thus organised, the chd^ 
man enquired the business to be done. 

Doc. Presbyter Primus answered, that it was to 
ascertain, 

1. What the visible Church of Christ is. 

2. What constitutes membership in t}iat Chnrck* 

3. What is the precise nature of its constitution. 
On which theChairman remarked — Gentlemeoi 

business of so great importance to mankind, 
of such solemn moment to the souls of meii, should 
not be proceeded upon rashly. Every thing re- 
lating to it should be done with ct«iLl ^fWdnen^cksai 

A. 



as well as with decency and order. This asset 
bly should recollect that they are, in this cas 
acting for the present not only, but for futu 
ages ; that the decisions of so extensiTe at 
respectable a council may be expected to be qu 
ted as authority by future generations. Evei 
party concerned, should therefore be present ; ai 
when present, should disdain to be influenced fc 
aectarean views, and be willing to submit to tl 
only true standards of divine truth— to the scrip 
ures, to facts, and to the monuments of antiquit; 
I therefore presume to enquire^ if the different d 
nominations are properly represented by some 
the most pious and learned of (heir communion, 
this be not the case, some measures should be 
dopted to effect so desirable an object. 

On enquiry it was found that they were, exce] 
the Methodist and Protestant Episcopal christian 

On motion, it was therefore resolved, that this a 
sembly adjourn, for the space 6f four days ; and th 
the secretary immediately invite the Protestai 
Episcopal and the Methodist Churches to set 
delegates to this convention, at the same tin 
BtaVmg to them the nature and importance of tl 
buBwcBa to, be (raosacted. 

ADJOUBKED. 



Oa the fifth day foUowing, the session was resum- 
ed accordiog to adjournment. The iateresting na- 
ture of the subjects to be discussed, brought to- 
S«tber, besides the original members, an immense 
^^fHicourse of Christians of every denomination, 
coostitutiug the most respectable Christian assem- 
bly ever convened in the United States. 

Doc. Bishop appeared on the part of the Prot* 
tttant Episcopal Church, and Presiding Elder on 
the part of th^ Methodist christians. Being thus 
aqsanized, the Chairman addressed the assembly 
la the following words — 

Oentlemen, it is with a degree of diffidence 
that I at this time fill this chair — a diffidence 
which arises from a conviction of the momentous 
nature of the subjects about to come before this 
assembly, and the part I am to bear in the decis- 
ion of the questions which may arise. I hence 
feel this situation more important than any 1 have 
before been called to fill, and my accountability 
perhaps greater than in any station in which I 
have before been placed. But I trust, Gentlemen, 
you are sensible, and especially those of you who 
are entrusted with the '' mysteries" oC Mmv^gcfi::! 
Ood, that I am not alone acconnteXAe San V\i» xw^r 
tBT. Itrustjroa j^ Benirible, ib».l ^oxi^ Vt^^B" 
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must render to the Judge of all, a scrupiilotis ac-^ 
count of the trust, which in his providence, is now 
committed tons. 

With the suliigects about to be discussed, many of 
you may be expected to be much better acquaint- 
ed than myself. I shall therefore place great de- 
pendance upon your wisdom, your learning, and 
your piety, for my guide and support, while 1 have 
the unexpected honor of holding this seat. I 
shall hear you with patient attention ; and I pray 
that all that decorum and order may be observed, 
which the place and the business demand. 

The first subject before you, is, to ascertain 
<^ what the visible Church of Christ is T 

The gentlemen will speak singly, without in^ 
terruption, and will now begin. 

Doc. Presbyter Primus* Sir, as I had the hon- 
or of proposing this question, it will be expected 
ihat I first should make some remarks upon iL 

You have with much propriety noticed the im- 
portance of the subjects now before us. I am in« 
deed deeply impressed with the force of your ob- 
servations. I am aware that what is now done 
by this numerous and learned body of christians, 
may greatly affect distant posterity. The delib- 
enie deehionB of such a body of men as now aur- 



9 

i^nd me, selected as they are, from one of 
the most enlightened nations on the globe, will 
Necessarily have a salutary or baneful effect on 
l)0sterity, as they shall or shall not be controuled 
1>y the maxims of divine truth It b therefore my 
earnest desire, that every thing should be done, not 
only *' decently and in oruer,^ but done also with 
deliberation and intelligence. The question now 
before us is a preliminary one to others equally 
important, and should therefore be settled with 
accuracy. To me sir, nolhiag is of more import- 
ance than to know what Christ's Church is, ^nd 
where it may be found. For I do assure yon, iny 
brethren, that unworthy as I am, I would not for 
the whole world, and all the kingdoms of it, be in 
doubt whether I was in the Church of Christ or 
not— ^whether I was translated or not, into the 
kingdom of '' God's dear Son.** I would not b^ 
in doubt whether I have the sacraments, or wheth* 
er I have them not. But how can I be sure in 
this case, unless I know what the kingdom of 
Christ is, where it may be found, and what are 
the marks by which it may be known ? I know 
that doubts have arisen in the miiidA oK. \&»?k^ ^^ 
ibk subject ; of many of enlVghtued tivaJ^ %xA^p 
oiulieartg; dQ^bt8 which bave xAwwA^^*^*" 

A2 
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a strait betwixt two.* We therefore rightly judge 
this to be a subject of vital importance to Godli- 
ness. We have fallen on times when some say, 
" lo, here is Christ," or " lo, there is the desert** or 
*^ in the next chambers,*' and are bid to take heed 
that none deceive us. tr^ome speak of a Church 
within, which can be kn^n only by feeling; some 
there are who contend J&at the temporal commuh- 
nity of Christ is not visible ; others preach that 
the same Church b visible^ but self-formed and 
constituted by man. But my brethren, what a 
terrible case should we be in, if we had no suQ- 
cient warning given us, and no rule to go by ! 
Thanks be to God, this is not the case. But as 
the lightning that cometh from the east shineth into 
the west, so plain and notorious was the establish- 
ment of Christ's kingdom in the world, together 
with the form of its constitution, and the order of 
its ministry in all the countries where it was plants 
ed. It would be unreasonable ; indeed it would 
be lamentable; it would seem as if God had 
mocked us contrary to the nature of his mercy, 
that he should publish a way of salvation and leave 
it uncertain where that way may be found. From 
what is said of it in the gospel, it is impossible 
t^ttka Cbuick dKNil4 be a society, obscure aii4 
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hard to be distiognished. ^ Ye are the light of 
the world" said Christ to his disciples ; ** a city 
that b set on a hill cannot be hid." Now light is 
sure to show itself, and it comes in a straight line 
which directs us to its source. A City placed up- 
on a hill is so elevated above other objects, that 
it cannot be difficult to fiAi it ; rather it is impos- 
aible to miss it—it <' cannot be hid." And Chris- 
tians in all ages seem to have agreed that it shall 
not be hid. For when we approach a city in any 
part of Christendom, the Churches are generally 
first seen towering over all other buildings. 

Furthermore Sir, Christ hath given us a pre- 
cept, that under certain circumstances we should 
tell our case to the Church; but unless it be known 
nvhere and what the Church is, this cannot be 
done. The precept therefore supposes that the 
Church must be known to us. The same nnist 
follow from the injunction of St. Paul in his 
Epbtle to the Hebrews-)-*'* obey them that have* 
the rule over you, and submit yourselves, for they . 
watch for your souls, as they that Inust give 
account." The rulers of this Church must there- 
fore be known to us; for it Is im^9QttiiiVA<& nii^ 
sAoa/ddo our duty, and submit olnifiXNCA^V^^^t^'^ 
miess we are gore who they w«« ^Y«GteK« 
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must therefore, in its nature be a society manifest 
to all men. Some may slight it, and dispute it, 
and refuse to hear it, but they cannot do even 
this^ unless they know where it is to be fodnd. 
The Church of Christ then is a visible institu- 
tion, capable of being seen and known by all. 

In the next place, this Church is in no sense 
derived from this world. It is not the work of 
man ; nor can it possibly be so. The distinctive 
nature of it is, through the whole scriptures, laid 
in its opposition to the world. Of the world Christ 
said to his disciples, " Ye know it hated me be- 
fore it hated you." The apostle St. Paul, speak- 
ing of mankind, before translated into the king- 
dom of Christ, describes them as '* aliens and 
strangers from the covenant of promise, having 
no hope, and without God in the world ;" but af- 
ter translated, as ^* children of the kingdom of 
Christ." Indeed the Church"^ is so named because 
it is called or chosen out of the world. Until it is 
so called out of the world, it hath no beiiig. But 
it cannot call itself, any more than a man can 
bring himself into existence. Our christian call- 
ing is therefore as truly the work of God, and as 

^EechstBg esiied or ehoten. 
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much independent of ourselves, as our natural 
birth. In other words, Christ founded his own 
Church and perpetuates it by his own power and 
authority. Further, the Church must have orders 
in it for the work of the ministry ; but no man can 
ordain himself, neither can he (of himself) ordain 
another, because no man can give what he hath 
not. ** How shall they preach,** saith the scrip* 
ture, unless they be sent ? And again, *' no man 
taketh this honor to himself, but he that is called 
of God, as was Aaron," Nay, even " Christ glo- 
rified not himself to be made an high priest, but 
he that said unto him, thou art my son, this day 
have I begotten thee," So that in no sense can 
Christians be made by fiumV authority. They 
must be made by that power which Christ gave 
to his Church, that power with which the Re- 
deemer of the world clothed his apostles, and 
which has descended in the line of their succes- 
sors. As his Church is visible^ so is his authority 
conveyed by visible instruments s and unless thus 
conveyed, it cannot be had. And again, Sir, 
this Church is not of the world, because it must 
have porter, without which it can do nothing to;^ 
any effect : — but in it, there is no power but of"* 
God. In other words, no man can act in the name 
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of God, but by God's appointment. No ambas- 
sador ever sent himself, or took upon him to siga 
and seal treaties and covenants without being 
sent — that is, without receiving authority from 
an higher power so to do. The act, so far from 
being lawful, would be treasonable. Nothing 
therefore can be plainer, than that the Church 
neither is, nor can be, from man. It is no human 
inititution ; and as it acts under God, if it act at 
all, it must act by his authority and appointment. 
It is thus properly called the Church of God, and 
mankind might as reasonably presume to make 
God's world, as to make God's Church. 

Layman Primus. Before the Rev. gentleman 
proceeds Sir, I wish to ask him a single question 
for information, as some of his arguments go di« 
rectly to condemn the practice of many of our 
congregations. The question I ask is this — If a 
Community of people form themselves into a so- 
ciety, choose a man who feels himself to be call- 
ed of God, appoint him to the priesthood them- 
selves, and he administer the sacraments of the 
Gospel to them, will not they be a Church of 
Christ, and he a regular priest of the living 
Jod? 

P. Primus. I shall answer this gentleman Sir, 
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in the fear of God, and according to the tenor of 
his word. My answer then is, that they iwould 
be no more a regular Church, nor he any more 
God's minister, than a band of soldiers who should 
without authority, embody and organize them* 
selves, and appoint a general to command them, 
would be an army of the United States. For 
If Christ the Redeemer of the world, the Son of 
God, took not upon himself the priesthood until 
commissioned by the Almighty Father — if his 
apostles acted not until they were emponeredy if 
their successors sUrred not their hand in the Holy 
work, until clothed with apostoUc auduniiy^ (and 
that this was the case, the scriptures expressly 
declare) how can we, how dare we, call him a 
minister of Christ who derives his authority from 
his equals, who have no authority to give ; and 
how call that community of people a Chnrcb, 
who have never submitted to that authority, viz. 
the authority of Christ, which alone can call them 
out of the world ? 

Some among us, my friends, (I wish to say it 
with all deference, but I must clear my con- 
science from the crime of temporizing) — some a-'-, 
mong us my friends, have erred in this respect. ^ 
Some thiok they caa make their OYm i^^^^i 
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miuUter in holy things be produced, I give up 
the argument I believe I have already proved 
beyond a dispute that Chrbt's Church is a visible 
body, capable of being known by all men, and 
that this Church was planted and supported by 
Jesus Christ, that it is not the work of man but of 
God. Thb the scriptures declare, and this the 
eariy writen, those Fathers in the faith, who 
were as distinguished for their learning, and their 
piety, as for their sufferings for Christ, with one 
voice declare, and shall we in contradiction to 
these high authorities, these highest of authori- 
ties, the undisputed history of facts recorded 
in scripture, set up the feelings ofmen^ or their 
trust to an inward call ? All agree in the defecta- 
bility and depravity of man in his best estate. 
How wild then to set up the impressions and pro- 
fusions of the depraved creature, in opposition to 
the testimony of facts which transpired under 
the inunediate influence of God ? This is de- 
throning the Almighty, and placing the crea- 
ture above the Creator. It is, in one word de- 
molishing the whole fabric of the Christian sys- 
tem, and sending man afloat on an ocean of 
doubts, to find the church in the whims, the feel- 
iags and fancies of mankind. It is breaking down 
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ke standards of divine truth, the acts of Christ 
and his apostles, and laying waste the whole vine- 
yard of our divine Lord, to the ravages of corrupt 
man. I wish however my learned brethren maj 
take a part in this investigation, and that all may 
speak freely and candidly, so that the question 
being examined in all its bearings, may be set- 
tied on its true and permanent footing. With this 
view and with the prayer that God may guide and 
bless us, I stop to hear. 

The chairman theu observed, that if any other 
gentleman had any thing to offer on the question* 
be hoped he would proceed. 

Dr. Bishqf. Sir, after what has been said by 
the Rev. gentleman, it would seem needless to 
enter into a further discussion of this question* 
His scripture authority and bis appeal to the an- 
tients, cannot fail to carry conviction to every 
mind. Whatever the. Church of Christ is found 
to be in one age, it will continue to be to the end 
of time, unless the Divine Head and Founder of 
it see fit to change it. Of any change we possess 
no knowledge. That the church was at first i 
visible community, separate from the world, t 
evident from that authority which Christ gave f 
hb apoatles to govern it : for surely he would n 
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give them authority to govern an invisible com- 
munity. That it was visible, is also to be infer- 
.ed from the visible sacraments which he autho- 
rized the apostles to administer in it ; for surehf 
he would not command them to baptize with wa* 
ter, and administer the elements of bread and 
wine, in the holy supper, to a church not to be 
distinguished from the world. 

And that this Church is of the immediate ap- 
pointment and institution of Christ, the scrip* 
tures teach, as well by their whole tenor, as by 
particular passages. He appointed its doctrinei^ 
its priesthood, its sacraments, and its worship. 
While on earth he was its visible as well as spir- 
itual head. It is therefore, in eveiy sense the 
Church of Christ. It, in no sense, belongs to the 
world. 

When Christ was about to ascend, he estab- 
lished a visible head in the line of his apostles ; 
but they were its head only by a delegated power. 
They acted under him and by his authority and 
when he appointed them as a visible head, he 
clothed them with authority to appoint others to 
succeed them. He then said '* lo, I am with yon 
always even unto the endof the world" ; that is-^ 
be ivoiild accompany that power, that authority of 
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presiding in the church, and of ordaining others, 
to the end of time. And Sir, his promises never 
fiuL He is then still in the world, and accom- 
panies that apostolic poner. It is as much his 
authority now, as it was eighteen hundred years 
ago. Unless his promise is broken, the succes- 
sion, the visible succession is not broken. And 
he has promised that ^' the gates of Hell shall nev- 
er prevail against it.** They have not prevailed. 
This 8ucc>ession is capable of being traced from 1 he 
apostles to the present day. So plain is it in (he 
Scripture history, that ** he who readeth may run 
and understand.** And if we can place confidence 
in the early writer»— -men who shone as stars in 
the firmament by their wisdom, by their godli- 
ness, and by their sufferings in . the Christian 
cause— men who wore out their lives and become 
'willing victims to death, in the triumphant hope 
of rendering a joyful account of their stewarship — 
equally evident is it, that this Church and the 
regular successions of its apostolic priesthood, con- 
tinued without a solitary interruption. And al- 
though men have set up churches and priesthoods 
of their own, and have railed at this apostolic au- 
thority, still it remains the same. As no kuan 

^avf it, 8o can no man takV VI vnv^* ^vv^ 
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Ireneus, an early Father, Lib. IIL Chap. 3. 
*^ the apostolic tradition is present in every 
church. We can enumerate those who were 
constituted bishops in the church and their succes- 
sors even unio us. And this is the language not 
only of Ireneus, but also, of all the writers down 
to the reformatiott — a period from which it is 
not difficult to trace our origin as Christians. 

Now Sir, wherever the succession of tbb author- 
ity has been continued in the priesthood; and under 
it, men celebrate the worship and the sacraments 
of the Gospel by faith, there we find the visible 
Church of Christ The visible Church of Christ 
then b '* a congregation of faithful men, in the 
which the word of God is preached, and 
the sacraments be djuly administered according to 
Chrises ordmanceiin all those things that of neces- 
sity, are requisite to the same."* This Sir, being 
the case— Christ's Church being a visible institu- 
tion, as has been fully proved ; be having or- 
diuned a priesthood, and given his delegated pow- 
er to that priesthood, to govern and perpetuate his 
Church to the end of the world, wherever we find 
Ae succession efOuA power dispensing the wordand 

* Art. 19. P. E. Chureli. 



S8 

meramerits tofaiO^l men^ we find the Church ef 
Christy and no where else. I know Sir, in later 
times men teach a different doctrine — 1 know men 
eome forward disputing every visible authority ; 
in the warmth of their zeal, claiming to be em- 
powered of God to pull down others and build up 
themselves ;— -but I must be plain on this sulject. 
8ir, I must beg leave to question their authority, 
mitil they show me their commission and trace 
their descent from Christ I am sensible that new 
things in religion are captivating and popular; that 
in these days many new inventions are sought 
out — that the mysteries o( an inmardcaU^ accom- 
panied with high denunciations, and flaming pro- 
fessions, are calculated, as a torrent, to lay waste 
the vineyard, of our Lord. But they can never 
pievail but to a certain extent For he who has 
pledged himself to support hb kingdom — he who 
says to the ocean, hitherto shalt thou come but no 
further, he who said the gates of hell shall not pre- 
vail against it, will protect his Church to the stu- 
pendous day of his second advent 

The saying of men Sir, shakes not my faith. I 
know that men ordained by man's authority, speak 
wiQi boastful contempt of what we have this ^^^ 
heandjimred to be the autbonty <j^ C»\amV ^ 
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know they have answered those who have remoii- 
strated with them, telling them, " thus saith anti- 
quity, and thus did the apostles say and do," we 
regard not the ti^ostles — we are taughtcfGod i we 
have a commissionjrain Heaven, But to me, Sil*, 
these things are suspicious. They should not 
move us ; on the other hand we should be con- 
tented to stop, to " look out the good old way, and 
walk therein," for in so doing we are assured we 
shall find rest to our souls. 

Lai/man Secundus. Sir, if the Rev. gentleman 
be done speaking, I have a remark to make. Not- 
withstanding all that has been said about this vig- 
ible church and authority, I am impressed with a 
belief, that an apostolic ordination is not indis- 
pensable to a valid ministry; I believe if the man 
possess the inward caUy the outward is not so ma* 
terial ; and I think the scriptures seem to favour 
my belief, especially the declaration of the Apos- 
tle St. Paul to the Corinthians, where he says <* ye 
may all prophecy one by one, that all may learn 
and be comforted." 

What the gentlemen contend for, does seem ta 
be true ; still we must not my brethren, establish 
aaysyaiem which shall limit the spirit of God. 
The plan wiuch the^ggpttemen ate «dc<7(M.«)&aD%> 
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•eems to depend too much on dry scripture reason- 
iBg. It seems to limit the holy fervor, which is 
often stirred up by the Spirit of God in laymen. 
Besides, it would unchurch much of the christian 
world. 1 hope therefore this question may be well 
considered before a decision is had. 

Presbyter Primus. Sir, until I heard this gen- 
tleman's observations, it was not my intention to 
have again spoken on this subject. The authori- 
ties are so full and so plain that I was in hopes, 
ibe bewitching love of mystery, and blind venera- 
tioa for supposed inspiration, would give way to 
BOimd and sober conviction. I would ask the 
gentleman who last spoke, what evidence he has, 
that those persons have a spiritual commissiony 
who profess to be appointed by God to preach and 
to dispense the visible authbrity which Christ es- 
tablished ? Do they evidence it as did the Apos- 
tles, by miraculous works, the only evidence which 
can in the nature of the case, be admitted ? None 
pretend to this. It b only because they are good 
and zealous men. But is goodness and zeal a 
proper criterion in this case ? It is always right 
to venerate zeal and piety ; but we must not let 
that veneration overthrow theexfiress institutions 
of God,and controvert fact and scn\^V\xt«. \VXi\\^ 
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I see this veneratioa working on the mind of the 
gendemaa who has just sfioken ; and it does not 
lessen my iove and esteem for him. I know him 
to be an honest and good man — and I know it is 
the unaffected simplicityof his heart, which makes 
him lean towards what is, in hb sober conviction, 
an error. In the sincerity of friendship, I would 
ask him, if he could be influenced by similar coa- 
siderations in reference to temporal things ? Sup- 
pose an eminently pious man should come to hioi, 
saying that God had revealed to him, that he 
must give one fourth of his estate to the Church-— 
suppose he should in the language of pious fervor, 
exhort him to go and deposit his money in the fuad 
—would he not be apt to think, that this good 
man had got some whim in his head-*— that he was 
mistaken — that he had taken some delusive dream 
for a revelation from God ? I really believe he 
would. His veneration for his piety, his admira- 
tion of his devotedness to the cause of Christy 
would never convince him that that man had a 
divine commission which would authorise him to 
require the surrender of a fourth of his property. 

Will he then let his veneration of the same 

man^s piety subvert the laws of a positive instita« 

tioa of Christ— subvert the testimony of facts 



plainlj^ stated in the word of God, and recorded by 
the blood of martyrs ? Are convictions firm and 
invincible in the one case, but light and superfi- 
cial in the other ? Are we willing to give up our 
reason and understanding in religion^ but in noth- 
ing else ? Surely it is not of so little importance 
-whether we are or are not in the fold of Christ, as 
that we can be justified in permitting ourselves to 
be ** blown about by every wind of doctrine.'' 
Can it be possible that all civil compacts, formed 
by tnanj are so regular and snug as we see them, 
that they should be universally governed by 
known laws, and that Jesus Chrut has left his 
Church so loose and irregular as that it can be eas- 
ily mistaken, or that the loAmledge of it should 
at all depend on the virtues of even the best ot 
men ? If this be the case,surely the children of this 
world have become wiser in their generation than 
even the Son of God ! 

No my brethren, Christ has so organized his 
visible kingdom, that it may be certainly discov- 
ered and known, if we are disposed to seek it ; 
and he hath established certain infallible marks 
by which his officers may be distinguished ; for 
they are to be called and sent as was Aaron. 
This is the scripture account of the m«iUeT . ^Vca- 
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othy ^ho -was ordained bj the apostle, is com- 
manded to conmiit the same office which he had 
received, to faithful men, who should be able to 
teach others. But how shall Timothy know who 
are those able and faithful men ? Shall he ordaia 
every man who says the Spirit moves him to 
^reSch ? Or, will the spirit immediately point but 
to Timothy, the man who is to be ordained ? No. 
He must enquire into the qualifications of those 
who offer themselves to the workr— T^j/ nmsi he 
sober, blameless^ of good behamour^ ajd to teadu 
St. Paul says to Titus, '* for this cause left I thee 
in Crete, that thou mayest ordain elders in every 
city f* and he enumerates to him the necessary 
qualifications in those to be ordained ; admonish^ 
ing him to *' lay hands suddenly on no man.*" Ivf 
deed my Brethren, since the Holy-Ghost has giv- 
en in the Gospel, sufficient directions concerning 
this matter, we should attend to them and look 
for no other. 

But since the Gentleman who last spoke, ad^ 
duced an authority from St Paufs writings, wfaicb 
he says seems to favour his belief, we are bound to 
notice it. The whole sentence is this. <* Let 
the prophets speak two or three, and let the others 
Judge, *^ If any thing be revealed to another that 
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sitteth by, let the first hold bis peace ; for ye all 
may prophecy one by one.'* 

In the Corinthian Church there were many, 
endowed with spiritual gifts, who were ambitious 
to display their gifts, and to speak, several at 
once, to the confusion of one another, and of the 
whole assembly. To correct this disorder the 
apostle says, if any man speak, let it be by two, or 
at the most by three, (i. e.) let not more than two or 
three speak in the same meeting, and let not those 
speak all at once, but in course^ one after another* 
Let the prophets speak two or three in succession* 
and let the other Judge — and if while one (prophet) 
is propbecying, any thing be revealed to another* 
(i. e.) tLnotherprophetylet the first prophet hold his 
peace.^ Let the first finish his discourse, and 
cease from speaking, before the other begins—* 
••for ye may all (all the prophets) prophecy one 
by one. If ye will observe order in your assem- 
blies, all the /^ri^Adtf may have importunity to 
speak, and ye need not interrupt one another. 

Prophets were an order of public teachers in 
the primitive church. They orUy are the persons 
who the apostle says, may all prophecy. The 
words therefore, so far from allowing, plainly for- 
bid private Christians to start up and teaAh Hx^* 

0. 
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Hgious asserablieg. They forbid those who pre* 
tend they are so overpowered by divine influence 
that they cannot refrain ; for ** the spirits of t^e' 
prophets aresul^ect to the prophets^*— and '' God. 
is not the author of confusion, but of peace, as 
in all the churches of his saints." 

i 

I am not Sir, impatient to hasten the decision 
of this question; but I cannot see that the defini- 
tion of the Church of Christ given in the course 
of this debate, can be qnestioned. 

Layman Teriius. Although the Rev. gentle- 
man cannot^ I think I can. He has not attempt- 
ed to answer the argument just now olBfered, that 
^' the mode of defining the Church of Christ, now 
contended for, unchurches much of the Christian 
world." I think it is an argument of great weight 
—one which it will be found difficult to remove* 
For myself I am an advocate for Christian Cha- 
rity. Charity " is the bond of peace," it is the 
distinguishing virtue of the Gospel, and I think 
with the apostle, that ** it should abound." 

Presbyter Quarius. Sir, I think the observa- 
tions of this gentleman of great interest, not only 
in reference to his appeal to the principles of 
Charity, but also in reference to the effects which 
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a deoision, ^' that there is no true Church of 
Christ, unless estahiished after the apostolic prac- 
tice and by a succession of authority from Christ, 
would have, at least in some parts of our own 
country— and I doubt not Sir, hut that the effects 
would be more serious in reference to many chris- 
tians in Europe as well as America, than these 
my brother presbyters, who so warmly advo- 
cate it, are aware of. As to our own country ; 
president Stiles, used all his learning and genius 
to disprove the accusation brought against his 
connection, that they were practising on lay or- 
dination ; and after all his exertions, he had can- 
didly to confess, that there were same instances 
in which that rvas the case. Now what would 
be the consequence of the present expected de- 
cision ? Why a part at least of that extensive 
community (and no one can certainly tell what 
part) must be unchurched; and all must be left 
jQoating on the ocean of uncertainty, under the 
dreadful doubt whether they do or do not, belong 
to Christ's visible Kingdom. 

I hope the gentlemen will be very scrupulous 
in. the examination of this subject, and very pru- 
dent in their decision. 

Clmrmm. Gentlemen, U \^o\A^ c.^xV^vcX^ ^^^ 
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proper that the assembly in general, and the n 
gentlemen in particular, Bhoold be satisfied as to the 
points they insist upon. You hear that the 
charge of unchariiableness and evil consequences^ 
have been brought against your observations. 
For my own satisfaction, and for the beqefit of the 
whole community of Christians, I am very desi* 
rous of hearing what your wisdom and learning 
may suggest in answer to this chaige. 

Presbyter Primus. Sir, I did not neglect to 
answer the first gentleman upon these points, be- 
cause I had no remarks to make, or because I 
wished any part of the argumetit should be pass- 
ed unnoticed ; but because I was almost sure the 
gentlemen themselves, would on reflection, per- 
ceive that no such charge can with propriety be 
brought against the positions which we have ta- 
ken. Now Sir, I deny the charge of unchurch- 
ing all, and consequently of uncharitableness. In 
examining this question we are in search of truth—- 
we are seeking into matters of fact*— facts stated 
10 the scriptures and in other authentic history. 
If in the examination of these authorities, it 
should evidently turn out, that I am not a lawful 
minister of Christ— that I have not my authority 
^ja bun through his apostles— I say, if it should 
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ao turn oat, I should not be wtdnurched ; for in (bat 
case, it will appear that I never h^ve hem churchr 
ed. I should be sorry that it should so turn out— 
but I had rather it should be so^ than not know 
the truth at all. For when I know it, if I have 
been wrong, I can become right. And truth will 
be truth Sir, be the professors never so few. BIul- 
titudo errantium non parit errori patrocinium, 
(it is not great numbers of misled persons that 
can make falsehood truth or right to be wrong) is 
a latin saying, and will ever bold tnie. If 1 am 
out of the Church of Christ, thousands of brethren^ 
in the same condition will not help me ; and it 
woiild be the highest charity in one of these 
brethren, if he knew the fact, to acquaint me with 
my error. And would it not be equally chariti^- ^ 
ble in one who knew he was in the church toiin^ 
deceive me ? Surely it would. The apostle says 
" we can do nothing against the truth, but for the 
truth." So should we say. If this learned, this 
numerous council should a thousand times decide, 
that certain congregations are Churches of Christ, 
and certain ministers are duly auithorized, if they 
are not so, our decision can never make them so. 
Christ's Church was founded by Christ, is support- 
ed by Christ, and all the decisions of »ll the mea 

C 2 



84 

I 

upon earth can no more make a church than thejr 
can make a world. 

Would it be uncharitable in any man who 
knew I was so unfortunate as not to be a memb^ 
of Christ when I thought I was^-^would it lie un- 
charitable to undeceive me ? Every man says, no. 
My having been for years, or my ancestors hay- 
ing been for centuries in the error, alters not the 
case. Error b error still, thoii^h ever so venera- 
ble by age, or amiable by virtue. Should a gen- 
tleman making a journey to a particular place, 
be met by either of us proceeding on a road lead- 
ing in a different direction, and to a different 
place ; on what principle could it be accounted 
uncharitable to apprize him of his mistake-— nay 
suppose this whole assembly were present, and 
should assure him he was in the right road ; would 
that alter the case ? Would it be turning the tm* 
Teller out ef his j&umey to put him in the r^U 
wcy ? It certainly would not. No, nor would it 
be unchurching a community of people, to point 
out their error, to shew them they were in the 
world, by shewing them the Church of Christ. 
So far from leading them from it, it would be in- 
troducing them into the fold, in which they 
ihougU they were, and into which they should a« 
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hove all things desire to*be« No Sir, this cry of 
unchurcbiog and uncbaritableness is a mistake— > 
18 entirely unfounded, and I think I can see 
^bere the difficulty lies. It consists in associate 
ing ideas with the subject which do not betong 
to it. 

The impression of many is, that in proving 
that such and such sects have not a valid scrip- 
ture ministry, and consequently ar^ not a regular 
scripture church, we exclude them from eve- 
17 opportunity of salvation. Now this is as for- 
eign Cram the fieict, as can be conceived of. We 
consider these churches as not regularly organis- 
ed, and that it is only in a regular organised 
church, only in the real Church of Christ, as our 
confession of faith expresses it, that there is any 
ordinary possibility of salvation. In other words, 
it is to the members of this church akme, that God 
has vouchsafed his promises. But we by no means 
deny, that God does continually gran^^^traordi^ 
nary ^ possibility'' of salvation. On ^ contra- 
ry we declare most readily, and del%bt in the 
thought, that the piety of thousands, in irregular 
communions, will be accepted. God is not con* 
fined to his promises, although we are. 

We aro smrible that many €bii»sb«H tiVsii^ 
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vre esteem irregnlar, embrace " in their bosoin a 
large portion of piety," and we do not entertain 
the most distant thought, that the Tvant of regalar- 
ity in their constitution and ministry, will preclude 
them from salvation, when that irregularity pro* 
ceedsfrom necessity, or honest eitor. On the 
contrary we believe that such error will be forgiv- 
. en ; and sincere piety accepted, in all who pro- 
fess the faith of Christ No charity can be more 
extensive than this. 

We think, that if our ministry and church, be of 
divine institution, (and that they are, I think we 
have offered abundant proof,) the inevitable 
consequence is, that this regularly rebel ved aU' 
thority of Christ, is essential to the visible Church. 
Therefore, if our position be true, we unchurch no 
one, and are uncharitable to none ; but on the 
contrary, we are exercising the most extensive 
charity in reference to all. 

In reasoning upon the question which now oc- 
cupies the attention of this assembly, we must 
remember we are discussing a matter of fact, for 
the benefit of all ; we are endeavouring to deter- 
mine *^ what the Church of Christ is*' — We should 
therefore in no sense, associate the idea of un- 
churcbiagany denomination of Chrlatiansy and 
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especiallf, of excluding them from final salvation. 
We should put the discussion upon this principle, 
that ^ince the pretensions of all sects are publicly 
made, that one of us is as liable to be proved wrong 
as another, and let the event of the trial detef- 
mihe, who dees stand and is supported by the 
truth. This is the fair ground on which to place 
the subject. If in such case, we give it a full and 
impartial trial, the fact will appear. For it is im- 
possible that the Son of God has left this momen- 
tous sdbject-^his chuTch-^YoA own body*-his cvm 
Ungdaniy in such obscurity that there are no marks, 
no evidence, by which it may be certainly known. 
On the contrary I think these marks have been 
discovered, this evidence adduced — But still I 
wish the investigation not to stop here— I wish if 
the Gentlemen have any thing further to adduce, 
they may present it with that freedom and can- 
dour which 1 know they possess. 

Layman Teriius. Sir, I confess myself satisfied 
with the answer which the Rev. gentleman has 
given me. I am convinced by. his remarks that 
we are wrong in associating with thil sult^ject, 
ideas foreign to it, and can now see no cause fiwa 
charge of uncharitableness. 

Chairman. Gentlemen, I am p\eu«Qi \.o im 
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such a display of order and decorum as prevaili 
in this assemb^. It conviuces me that all 
are duly impressed vrith the importance of the 
matters before us. And I have the happiness to 
be pleased with your candour, with the coolness 
and dispassionate manner in which yen conduct 
your arguments, and with that strict reference to 
charity and impartiality which I discover among 
you. It will be recollected by all, that a defini- 
tion of the visible Church of Christ, has heen giv- 
en, (viz.) ^ the Church of Christ is a congregation 
qffaUhfitlmeny in (he which^ the pure word ofi}od 
is preached, andthe-muramenta be duly mudsiered 
according to Christs ordinance in alf those thing9 
that of necessity are remtisite to the same J* 

You have heard how this definition has been 
explained, and with what arguments it has been 
inforced. The weight of proof is yet, certainly in 
favor of the said definition. If any other gentle- 
man has a different definition, he will offer it .* or 
if any one have any further observations to make, 
on the one already offered, he will now proceed. 

Presbyter Tertius. 1 presume Sir, that the as- 
sembly is satisfied with the clear view which has 
already been given of the subject, and that a dc- 
eisjon will now be proper* 
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Chairman. I am unwilling to close this subject 
itil every gentlenutn shall be satisfied. And I 
)w pause to give place to any observations or 
giunents. 

Since it is by the silence of all, confessed that 
e important question before us is sufficiently in- 
stigated, I now proclaim that any one is at li- 
rty to enter his protest against the definition of 
dsible church which I have just recited : and 
10 such protest be offered, I shall consider it as 
abiished by this council to be the standard. 

Gentlemen*~^It seems unnecessary, sinc^ there 
»uch an apparent unanimity of opinion amoi^ 
a, to be particular in a summary of the ai^- 
mts which have been offered upon this question, 
is sufficient to recapitulate, that our blessed Re- 
emer did establish while on earth a visible 
arch— -that in it he did establish a miuistry, 
ithed with power to perpetuate his kingdom — 
it he promised to accompany his delegated 
wer to the end of time, that it appears fn^m 
ipture and authentic history, that he has ful- 
ed his promise, and that his church may be 
md wherever the succession has been preserv- 
in the priesthood, and the power thereof ei^er- 
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cised in admioiBteriog the \i^or<l and Bacramenis 
tofaitUul men.— ADJOURNED. 

THIRD DAY. 

BfST ACCORDING TO ADJOURNMENT. 

Chairman. Gentlemen*-Tour attention vill 
be this morning called to the examination of the 
second qaestioni originally proposed to this assem- 
bly, (viz.) 

*^ What cmstiJMcs membership in the vtsSbU 
Church of Christ ? 

The previous one being settled, I apprehend it 
will be less difficult to determine this — I am now 
prepared to hear what your wisdom and leamii^ 
may suggest upon it< 

Presbyter Primus. Sir, it is with a degree of 
pleasure, I am unable to express, that I observe so 
^ much punctuality and such undivided attention in 
ibis numerous assembly ; and it affords me equal 
pleasure to hope, that these momentous questions 
on which some contrariety of opinion has hither- 
to been entertained, are about to be considered in 
all their bearings, under the influence of the piety 
and learning which now surround me. 

On the question before us, I have to observe, 

* 

tbat eince it has been proved, and to me proved 
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beyond a doubt, tbat Christ's Church is a visible 
institution^ aad organized under a visible regimen, 
the first enquiry should now be, whether he insti* 
tuted and ordained visible ordinances in it. That 
this was the case, taking the sacred word for an* 
thority, there cannot be a question. When Christ 
clothed his apostles with power, he said unto 
them, '' go teach all nations, baptizing them in the 
name of the Father, and the Son, and the Holy 
Ghost." 

When he instituted and celebrated the Holy- 
Supper with his disciples, he said, ^' do this in re- 
membrance of me." And we find that these 
Christian officers acted under the authority they 
received, and implicity obeyed the above injunc- 
tions. They continually taught the great doc- 
trines and precepts of Christ. They were occu- 
pied in prayer and in breaking of bread, and as 
they found men listen to Gospel truth, as soon as 
they found them willing to become disciples of 
Christ, they admitted them into the visible school 
by baptism. On the day of Penticost, thousands 
were instructed, and thousands were bafvtised* 
To the importunate enquiry of those who were 
^ pricked in their hearts," and exclaimed, ** what 

shall we do V* the Apostle answered, ^ tft\v«B&^3ii^ 

D 
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he ioftised every aoB €i yoOf in the name of tbf 
Lord Jesus Christ, for tlie remissioii of sins, and 
ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghosts" 

We find in the practice of those holy messen- 
gers of CUid, the apostles, a continned attention to 
tiiis ordinance, and that they invariably adminis- 
tered it to all converts. We find in the coarse of 
their history, fifteen or sixteen instances in which, 
baptism was adminbtered, and we find it particu- 
larly recorded, who were the subjects, what walk 
the manner, and what the matter, with which i^ 
was performed. So that it must be extreme preju- 
dice or ignorance, which can leave any man to 
doubt, that there were viuble ordinances establblr- 
ed in the Church of Christ, and that these sacra* 
mentfl were constantly celebrated in the practice 
of the first Chnstians. 

This matter is not left Sir, to our understanding 
and explanation of the scripture account We 
have the opinions and the practice of the earlj 
Christians, successors to the apostles, who lived in 
their age and the age inunedi^tdy succeediag. 
These men,reBOwned for their piety,as well aa their 
iFjsdom, must have known (he mind of Christ and his 
apofftles upon this matter. U'woi^ama.UeroffiictiB 
Which the CiiriBtiaii Chuich coxACi i\qV Xs^ ^^os^vt* > 
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•d— and it was not until more than tfleen hun- 
dred years after they lived and died, before any 
christians ever questioned the necessity of the vi- 
sible ordinances, or the visible authority which 
Christ ordained in the church. 

This voice of universal consent, this voice of 
antiquity, this voice of the church in her pure, 
her primitive days, when she was uncomipted and 
undivided, should be heard with veneration ; and 
this voice so exactly according with the scrip- 
ture institutions, and apostolic practice, must car- 
ry conviction to every thinking mind. 

These facts being thus established Sir, it will 
be easy to see what constitutes membership in 
the visible church. Baptism was always admi- 
nistered, and its necessity enforced on every con- 
vert to Gospel truth. The converts on the 
day of pentecost, on the day of their first conver- 
sion — the jailor, in the very hour in which he 
appealed to the apostle-«Lydia, as soon as she 
heard the word of God preached— 'were all biqiitis^ 
ed. None were received as disciples by the apo0r 
ties except those who were subjects of this ordi- 
nance. In this way baptism evidently heo^tASi^ 
tbe seal of adoption into Ghnftl^a VmV\\^ C\«w^>«— 
tAe rhible door by v^hich ^»% eii\«t\£AVMJ*2w3 
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and kiogdom. This we are expressly taught by 
Christ himself in the 3d chap, of St. John's Gos- 
pel — " Except ye be baptised with watery and the 
Holy Ghost, ye cannot enter into the kingdom of 
God.^ This is plain language. '' The kingdom 
of God^ here, must mean in its lowest sense, the 
visible church. This we cannot enter, without 
water baptism, as well as the l>apti8m of the spi- 
, rit. To baptise with the spirit, is the work of 
God ; but to baptize with water is the business of 
his visible officers. God ever does all on his part. 
To those who are faithfully and devoutly obedient 
to his laws and institutions, he will grant every 
spiritual aid and qualification. This puts upon 
every one the necessity of complying with this |n^ 
stit4ition, in order to be one of the fold of Christ, 
and it at the same time shows us, that this ordi- 
nance is the only seal of admission into his fami- 
ly. For if nithout baptism, ^' we cannot enter^ 
the kingdom, and niih it we aw, nothing can be 
plainer than that this is the only way of admis- 
•ion. 

These Sir, are the views which I have collect- 
ed upon this question, from the scriptures, from 
ibe practice of antiquity, anA \tvAeci(V ^tom VSafc 
^iaadarda ofalmoat eveiy denomm^Wow m CAvf«r 
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tendom. These views I sball continue to entATr 
tain, unless some gentleman can afford me new 
light on the subject 

Presbyter Teriius. Sir, although I heartily ac- 
cord with my Rev. Brother, in his views of tlie 
visible Church of Christ, I must beg leave to dif- 
fer in opinion from him, in reference to member- 
ship. In my mind, it is a question whether water 
baptism constitutes membership therein or not, 
and I confess I am inclined to believe the contra- 
ry is the fact I rather accord with some of our 
beat writers, who teach us that baptism is to be 
administered only '' to regularly received mem- 
bers of the Church.''^ That ** baptism does not 
constitute membership," but that it consists in that 
faith and sanctification which are wrought by tht 
word and spirit of God. Surely the gentleman 
will not go so far as to say, that the want of bap- 
tism will exclude from final salvation ; and if it 
exclude not from the kingdom triumphant, it is a 
mystery to me why it should from the kingdoin 
militant It appears to me that the baptism of the 
spirit, should be placed above that of water, and 
that the latter should becon8\d«Tei\^^ $il^l^\ft^ 
iber than a seal of admisaioa inlo tt» dttwdfiu ^ 

Da; 
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is certainly undervaluing the grace of God, and 
his work in the eoul, to place the visible ordinan- 
ces in one sense above them or at least upon an 
equality with theuL I wish to magnify the love 
of God, and to see it raised above every thing 
earthly. I am willing however to hear what can 
be advanced on the subject. 

P. Prmus. Sir I am as desirous '* of magni- 
Ifying the grace of God," as this Rev. Gentleman 
or any other man can be ; but I am desirous of 
doing this in GoiTs Way, and not in man^s. It is 
surprising to me that any man can think or talk of 
giving honor to his Redeemer, by manglii^g, dis- 
torting and rendering insignificant his positive m- 
stitiitians. Were this sacrament the ordinance of 
man — did it rest on a matter of opinion — we might 
then treat it with comparitive lightness. But 
^hen it is sup^iorted by facts-^hy indisputable 
scripture facts, when it is ordained by Ghrbt's 
own words, when he expressly declares we cannot 
be members of his kingdom without it^s it not. 
Instead of magnifying his grace^ seriously detract- 
ing from that glory and honour due to him, to make 
his ordinance a bare ceremony ? "* 

Christ declares in positive terms, ye cannot 

^gt^fifiy kioffiom vritbuut bapltem. S^m^s^ 
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proaching him, saj not so my blessed Lord ;-^ 
this is not what you mean — you undervalue the 
influence of your blessed word and spirit, by ma- 
king your institulions of such importance ; your 
commands and institutions, and what your apostles 
said and did, must give way, that your grace may 
be magnified, and that you may give glory to 
yourself in another way, by sanctifying the soul— 
This baptism is too insignificant a thing — Our 
^ai for your honor and glory would have it to 
take a lower place in the Gospelsystem; we would 
have it instead of the seal to be the ceremony — 
the sign of membership, and not the instrument 
by which men are made members." 

This if I understand it, is the reasoning of the 
gentleman, when reduced to plain language. But 
what is this but remonstrating with Christ ; saying 
we koow better about the business than you ; — 
We have found out a better way to organize the 
system of Grace, than the one communicated to 
us in your word — One which will more directly re- 
*dound to yourglor}, and will better promote your 
cause among men ! 

Still Sir, although my ReV« Brother has fallen 
into this mode of reasoning! I am not about to im- 
. peMh bis moHvetir-'l am a«ld»&^ ISbft^ vt^ I^R^ 
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This mistake arises from the goodness of his hearty 
His faith directs him to spiritual things— -to the 
Church triumphant. This he views with such 
zeal as to make him too indifferent, in reference 
to the institution of the Church militant. 

The Rev. gentleman fully accords with usiii 
the definition of the visible Church of Christ. 
He fully agrees, that it was organized by God 
himself; and if he would carry his ideas a step 
further, he would seethat he should as sacredly re^ 
gard the commands and institutions of his Saviour, 
in one respect as another — that a requisition in 
regard to a visible practicable duty, is as obli- 
gatory as to a spiritual exercise of soul. 

God hath erected a visible kingdom in the 

worid, which he styles his Church. This Church 

is a part of that system of Grace, in which he has 

provided for man's salvation. As we are social 

beings, he hath accommodated this part of his i)Ie8* 

sed system to our natures. This church is his 

visible school ; to* the members of which he grants 

his word and spirit, to enlighten their benighted 

minds ; to the members of which he affords lus 

/r^/fFe/i/fjiiipti]se, to controul their will&» to warm 

and exalt their affbctions, and lo ftBLueW^^ \W\t 

corrupt natuiea, that when b« Ik&a ^oue "v^VW VXi«;tD 
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here below, they maj be capable of being received, 
by him above. — The Church is in this way, termed 
the school of Christ — a school in which immortal 
beings, defective in their nature, may be renewed, 
and educated for eternity. This school is Christ^s. 
He founded and supports it. Being visible, he has 
seen fit to appoint a visible way of admission unto 
it ; and declares, as we have seen, that there is 
not nor shall be any other way. Now let thi& 
way be ever so plain, ever so sinfiple, it is Ckrisfs 
way, it is the apostolic way,it is the way by which 
all the primitive Christians entered. — And shall 
Tve presume to be wiser in this matter than apos- 
llesand martyrs ? — wiser than Christ himself? — 
Surely this would be an ungodly way of magnify- 
ing the grace of God ! 

No Sir, let us give proper reverence and honour 
to the visible institutions of Christ, and be con- 
tented to do what he commands. The great mis- 
take on this subject appears to be this. Some 
men take the internal quaJijUation of a good mem* 
ber of Christ's Church, to constitute membership 
in the visible community ; when this is in no sense 
true, any more than that the good disposition of 
the heart oCman, constitutes the m;m. 

la order to be a Christian* a maTiTaa%Ve\iV« VX« 
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sd^ool of Chmt by baptism ; and in order to be 
a^ooJ Christian, he must obey not only this one 
command, o( entering the school, but he must obey 
all the commands, and be regulated by all the 
maxims of the Gospel — He must live by faith, be 
moved by the spirit, and live a life of piety. 

♦ My Brother Presbyter says, " surely the gen- 
tleman "will not go so far as to say, the want of 
baptism will exclude from final salvation." " And 
if it exclude not from the kingdom triumphant, it 
is a mystery to me why it should from the kingdom 
militant.*' To which I answer that we say no 
such thing. On this subject 1 say what I said in 
reference to the visible Church ; — that I think, 
and I delight in the thought, that thousands of pi- 
ous persons never baptised, will on account of 
their piety, be received into a happy immortal- 
ity :r— that honest error will be forgiven : that al- 
though they can in no sense be said to belong to 
the visible Church of Christ, because they have not 
been subjects of that only ordinance which Christ 
hath instituted to admit them ; and although they 
have noconvenant promise of salvation— <«ii 11, that 
God is not bound by his promise?, although we 

Mfe, if.acqualated with them \ and that he may^ as 
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we find he constantly does, dispeiue his fevoofitf 
to those without hb covenant. 

I have Sir, farther to remark upon what iny Rev. 
Brothersaid respecting the opinion of some oiour 
best writers on this subject,( viz.) that theysupported 
the position, that baptism did not constitute mem- 
bership. I must confess I was sorry to hear the 
remark, inasmuch as, although a few men have 
supported this position, still the standards of al- 
most every Church in Christendom testify to the 
contrary. Even the standards of his own church use 
a language in express contradiction to the doctrine 
be contends for. Our Confession of Faith, p. 25, 
speaking of the sacraments, says they *^ put a vis- 
ible difference between those who belong unto Qui 
church, and the rest of the world." And p. 128, 
it says Baptism is a sacrament of the New-Testa- 
ment, ordained by Christ, not only for the solemn 
admissian of the party baptised into the xisible 
Churchy but also to be unto him a sign and seol of 
the ^^ covenant of Grace, of his ingrafting into 
Christ,'' &c. 

The catechism of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church speaks in equally strong terms. The an- 
swer to the second question is, " my sponsors in 
baptism, wherein I wasi made Amember of Christ^*^ 
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ihat is, a member of his visible body. '' The 
Child of God"— that is, adopted into God's visible 
family —'* and an inheritor of the kingdom of Heav- 
en,*' that is, by covenant relation made an inheri- 
tor of the promises. The same language vie find in 
the Heidleburgh Catechism 27th Lord's day — ^In 
Hellenbrook's Catechism p. 55, and in the tlutch 
Church Confession of Faith, article 34. 

In short, there can be no question, but that all 
the standards of the Presbyterian, as well as other 
Churches — that all our best and most learned au- 
thors support the position, that baptism is the only 
door of admission into the visible Church of Christ. 
I have dwelt the longer upon this point Sir, be- 
cause I wished to give my Rev. Brother, dis"* 
tinct ideas of the views I entertain on the sub- 
ject, and because I wished the question to be set- 
tled on the permanent grounds upon which the 
gospel has placed it. 

Chairman, Are there any other gentiemen 
who have any remarks to make ? 

Doc. Bishop. — I have only to say Sir, that I 
have followed the Rev. Gentleman in his speech 
with equal pleasure and interest. Truly sad has 
been the havoc which has been made of the visi- 
ble institutions of Christ by some' modem writeri^ 
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and I do think the evil required an antidotie. 
^one certainly can be more effectual, than an ap- 
peal to Christ, his apostles, and the Christian 
Church. This, I am happy to observe, has been 
done in a very plain and logical manner by the 
gentleman ivho last spoke. 

The question being now called for was put, 
when it was unanimously determined, that Water 
baptism constitutes the only membership in the visu 
hie Church of Christ. 

ADJOURNED. 

FOURTH DAY. 

MET ACCORDING TO ADJOURNMENTS 

Chairman. Gentlemen, we have progressed ill 
the fondness before us to the final question, viz. 

<' What is the precise nature of the constitution of 
the visible Church of Christ. T* 

The assembly are now prepared to hear this 
interesting question discussed, and 1 do hope it 
may be settled with that clearness and precision, 
which have marked the decision of those al- 
ready disposed of. 

Presbyter Primus. Sir, my present impressions 

are, that tlds question is so decid«dVj iaXVl^v^ 

£ 
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the BCtiptures, that the business of this conven- 
tion, majr now soon be brought to a close. It is 
pretty generally granted, and has already been 
decided by this assembly, that the constitution of 
the Church of Christ is of divine authority and 
appointnent Thb constitution recognizes a 
priesthood, possessing po^wers to perpetuate the 
Church by ordination, and to govern the Chris- 
tian community. It is the precise nature of this 
priesthood, ordained by Christ and perpetuated 
by succession, from him to thp present day, that 
we are to enquire into. The question is not, 
whether there is such a priesthood, or whether it 
has been continued by succession. These ques« 
tions are already settled. The question is, n^uU 
is the regimen ef this priesthood ? Are there 
^ades ef power m if, or does ii consist of one or* 
der ? The latter, I presume, we shall find to be the 
true and apostolic constitution of the Christian 
ministry. 

It is well knowUf that the Church of Rome, 
together with some others, sets up for an imparity 
in the ministry ; but it must he recollectedy-that 
that church has sought out many new inventions. 
The question under consideration should be Irled 
not by her example, nor by the exfmple of any 
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other commanity of people, but by the only true 

Btanclards, the scriptures, and antiquity. And 

what can be plainer sir, than parity in the minis- 

try^^ihan the presbyterian government of the 

Church, as held forth in the bible ' There was in* 

disputalily an equality, as it respects authority* 

among the apostles. They ever acted in union* 

and never in any one instance claimed a superi* 

ority, one over the other. Those whom they 

ordained were brdhren-^ytere their equals. TU 

mothy was in nothing below the apostle St. Paul» 

and he was ordained, not by a bishop, but'* with 

Jihe laying on of the hands of the presbytery/* 

1 Tim. iv. 14. His ordination was presbyterian 

in every sense of the word. If none but bishops 

might ordain, how came it to pass that the holy 

apostle St. Paul, encouraged this prominent in- 

stance of ordination by presbyters Preshyten 

are sometimes called bishops in tho New Testa* 

ment ; and from this community of names it has 

been plead, that there was an higher order of 

church oflScers. But as Mshops are sometimes 

called presbyters, as well as presbyters bishops, 

we may as well infer presbyterian government, as 

cOurs episcopal — so that this community of names 

aMKmntB to nothioj^. But the w:A\fmKk %t^ "qs^ 
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alone upon this subject. The voice of antiqui 
supports the position ^^hich ^e have taken, a 
teaches us that there was no imparity in the 
nistry for at least 300 years from the days of 
blessed Saviour. It is needless for me at pres' 
to adduce authorities — but they are at hand if 
cessity requires them. 

To me Sir, this question appears so plain, tl^^at 
I deem it needless to enlaris:e upon it at presen t— -* 
I will only state what seems very evidently, to imc^^* 
to be the true ministry and government of t:^ ^^ 
Christian Church. It is this — In the aposto-^Jc 
age, every regularly organized congregation ^^ 
christians were furnished with three classes ^ 
church officers ; only one of these classes howe '^' 
er, purely priestly, or empowered to administer 
the word and sacraments. The first of these class- 
es consists of the bishops, or presbyters, or pastors ; . 
the second, of the ruling elders; and the third, of "^ 
the deacons. 

The bench of elders, with the pastor or bishop, 
as their standing moderator or president, consti- 
tutes the spiritual court, for directing all affairs 
purely ecclesiastical, in the congregation. These ! 
bishops of the several congregations, with a dele- 
gation from the eldership of each church, are to 
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convene in larger or smaller councils or synods, 
ibr the purpose of discussing and deciding great 
questions, and making general and particular ar- 
irangements, for the good and efifecfual goyerning 
of the Church. • 

This Sir, we conceive to be the precise consti- 
tution and order of the visible Church of Christ, 
as settled and practised on bj the apostles. H ence 
saitfa St Paul, ^ God hath set some in the church 
—*— first apostles, secondarily prophets, thirdly 
.teachers ; after that miracles, then gifts of healing, 
helps governments, diversities of tongues." Here 
Sir, hre set forth a variety of orders, the three first, 
forming its whole economy and government, and 
precisely answering to the familiar statement I 
have already given ; so that in the ministry, con- 
sidered as such, there is a perfect equality of power 
and office ; and these subordinate officers, ruling 
elders and deacons, are no more than a spiritual 
court for the advice and direction of the bishop, oc 
pastor of the congregation. 

I rest the question here Sir, not because I have 
exhausted the arguments it suggests, but because 
those I have stated are to my miijid conclusive. 

DoO. Bishcp. It is With regret Sir, that 1 feel 

«oiiiti»iiied, after concmi&D^^ >iA9Dk ^% Vwosi^ 

E2 i 
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Sentleman ^ho has juBt set down, in the lentimenli 
he expressed on the two preceding questions, to 
differ with him on the present occasion* I am 
sorry to say I cannot conscientiously subscribe to 
the doctrines which he has jost now advanced ; 
not merely because they are opposed to those held 
by the venerable church to which I have the hap- 
piness .to belong, but because I am under the full 
conviction, that they are not supported by scrip- 
ture or antiquity. It appears to me Sir, (I wish 
to say it with all deference, and in the fulness of 
charity and decorum) it appears to me Sir» that 

the gentleman, however clear upon other sukiy^ctey 
labours under an honest error in this. But I 
am happy to hear him state the question to be 
' discussed, so fully and fairly. I am pleased to 
hear him say, that the question is not " wheth- 
er there be a priesthood ; or whether it has been 
continued by succession ;'' but ** wJuU is the 
precise regimen oj the Christian prtesQwod ? Are 
ihere grades of power in U^ or does it consist of 
one order ?" This Sir, is the precise question. 

The gentleman seems to be very positive that 

the apostolic regimen of the Church was a parity 

m tbe mtUMtry^Ue intimates thM the Cbmtchat 
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Rome introdaced an imparity, and that otliera 
have followed her example ; but as he does not m* 
sist upon this, it will not be necessary at present, 
to go into an investigation of the subject. 

The Rev. gentleman thinks *' there was indis- 
putably an equality as it respects authority among 
the apostles, and that Timothy n^as in nothing 
below the apostle St. Paul'' — ^All this Sir, is read- 
ily granted — ^Nay, it has never been questioned by 
any man. But that Timothy was not ordained 
by a bishop, is a point which I shall not so read- 
ily grant. The gentleman could not have quoted 
a text from the Bible, more unfortunate for his 
cause than the one he has chosen. The case of 
Timothy, fairly understood, is a palpable fact) 
proving the imparity of the ministry in the apos- 
tolic age. But before we proceed to examine it 
as such, let us notice the specious argument which 
the Rev. gentleman has used, to prove that Timo- 
thy was a Presbyterian. He was ordained, not 
by a bishop, says he, *' but with the laying on of 
the hands of the Presbytery." Very true, he was. 
In this case I request my learned friend to re- 
member what he said respecting the '< community 

0f Bttim." 1 readily gruit» tbil \1 \fi«s«^i«0^ 
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lag rorkucBiue,iior[brmiR«. ^EpUcDpaliuulaj' 
no Btress upon the terra Biahop, as used in the 
gcriplures. They Treelf conTeee, that Bishop! 
are there Boraetimes called PreBb^tera, and Pres- 
bytera Bishopa. It is altr ether a mistake, (hat 
Tie ciiiitend Tor Episcopal regimen apon that 
ground. II is thepomars which we find exclusive- 
ly lodged in the highest order nf the ministry, on 
which all our argumeols are rounded. We say 
that (here was in the apostolic age, and has been 
ever stuce, a grade in the miniKlrj, superior to two 
others, poBSPsaing the power of ordaining and of 
governiog the Church — that this grade of officers 
were sometimes called Bishops, at others Presb^ 
ters ; and ao tbey may be Sir, in the pres^it day. 
Every Bishop is necessarily a Presbyter, and pe^ 
forms all the functions of Presbyters; but every 
Presbyter is not s Bishop. 

Let US now apply the argument of tbe gentle- 
man. 

Bishops nere called Presbyters : St. Paul sayi 
to T jmotby, " neglect not the gill that U in theet 
'vhich was given thee by prophecy, with the lay- 
ing on of the hands or the Prestytety." Wtiat it 
tbe inference ? Why, that St. Paul, with several 
other BJAbopB or Presbyters, had comecrttpd 
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Timothy to the c Ifice of Bishop or Presbyter, and 
made him an oficer like themselves. Still the 
gentleman says he was not ordained by a Bishop, 
but by Presbytery. Here he condemns us, by ac- 
cusing us of using thir' , Jmmunity of names, to sup- 
port our position ; an . immediately takes tbe same 
refuge himself, as the only support of nis own 
cause. The gentleman says, Timothy was not 
ordained by a Bishop— surely be will not deny bat 
that St. Paul was a Bishop ; and this same St. 
Paul expressly ei\)oinB Timothy, ^ stir up tbe gift 
of God which is in thee, by the putting on of my 
bands.^ From which the inference is undeniable, 
that St Paul was himself the chief agent ; the 
actual ordodner of Timothy. The Presbytery, 
winiever they were, whether Bishops in the pecal- 
iar ^epse, or mere Presbyters, only associated with 
. tfee lipostle, a& concurring in the work. 

But Sir, I have other evidence to offer, that 
T4mothy was a Bishop, in the peculiar sense of 
the word, and superior to other Presbyters, who 
were at Ephesus. There certainly were Presby- 
ters at Ephesus, before Timothy was sent there. 
At least five years before Paul wrote his epistle to 
Timothy, he sent from Miletus to Ephesus, for 
^e "« Elders of the Church." Let this tact be te- 
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Now, Sir, if there are words in the whole com-* 
pass cT language, which can express episcopal 
powers — ^powers particularly appropriate to bish- 
ops in this day, we have them in the epistle to 
Timothy. His superiority over the Church at 
Ephesus, is as clear as the siin in the firmament. 
And that Timothy was the head of the extensive 
community of Christians at Ephesus— rthat he had 
the supreme controul of both ministers and people 
— that he possessed and exercised episcopal func- 
tions — is the point for which we contend. It* is 
this which constitutes his epispocal character, and 
not any name or title which he bore. It matters 
not whether he was styled bishop, presbyter, apos-^ 
tie, or evangtUst 

I have been more explicit Sir, u- n this poinf, 
because of the great stress which the' Rev. gentle^ 
man puts upon it. ^^ 

I am astonished Sir, that the gentleman should 
appeal to antiquity for the support of parity in the 
miQistry. Did Hooker, Bull, Pearson, Beveridge, 
tVake, Potter, Chillingworth and Leslie, as learn* 
ed^^nd pious men, as ever adorned the Christiaa 
Church, know nothing of antiquity ; and after 
their intense labours, their deep research} after 
they have explored all the annals of Church hutO" 



be maintaineJ. But there is do intimatioa that 
tiie elders are to be associated with him. 

Again — St. Paul gave to Timothy authority to 
order Divine service — to see that all things were 
done decently and in order, in the Church — to 
give rules concerning Christian discipline — to take 
care that none be ordained who were novices—^ 
that women should go modestly appareled, should 
keep silence in the Qiurch, and not tejach*-*and 
that none should be admitted to the ofiSce of dea- 
con without trial— nor any be raised to an higher 
office, who had not acquitted himself well in the 
deaconship. 

Now to shew that all this ^as addressed to 
Timothy, as the head ol the Church at EphesnSt 
the apostle thus selemnly concludes—^ I give thee 
charge in the sight of God, who quickeneth all 
things, and before Jesus Christ, who before Pod* 
tins Pilate witnessed a good confession, that thou 
keep this commandment without spot, unrebuka- 
ble, until the appearing of our Lord Jesus Christ.** 
Here the apostle plainly tells us, that the commaud 
relating to the above points, was given to Timo- 
thy for his direction and conduct ia the Church of 
Christ ; and that he of coune ^oviUk ^M^^^^^^^BSkr 
ble far the breach of it 
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tiered as to quote it to maintain his plan of 
Church governmeDt, I am utterly at a Iobb. 
The first three, are, apostles, |irophele and teach' 
erfl. These no doubt are offices held by men~- 
but the others, miracles, gifts of healing, &g. were 
qualijicaiions which Ood. the great head of hia 
Church, bestowed upon the stewants of his myste- 
ries, for the effectual conviction of the world, and 
promulgation of his blessed gospel among meit— 
l.et us observe these Ihree offii^ere. 

First apostles — Weknowwhat theywere. They 
were the Governors of the Church. They were 
the first in rank — the first to power and office — 
they ordained, they ruled (he Church. These 
were their^Mt/ror powers — and hence were Uk^ 
called Bitkops — They were in that age, in refe- 
rence to office, what our Bishops now are. Thb 
the most superficial cannot tnit observe. 

The second class of officers were pTOfAa$. 
What it the business of prophets as held forth in 
the New Teslament ? Their peculiar business 
was to proclaim the Gospel of salvation to roen> 
and to enforce upon them divine truth. Tbef 
are represented as a grade helow the apostleSi 
actingunder them, butof a high priestly charao 
ter. How does such character comport with tt^ 
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-pf the raling elders, mrho compoae a part of tbu 
gentleman's s>8teni, and who are stationed, not " 
open the walls of Zion, proclaiming salvation, 
but in a kind of court, to assist and advise the 
presbyter, in his parochial business, and to ac- 
company him as a kind of lay ^lelegate to synods 
and assemblies ? How precisely do these prophets 
answer the description of our presbyters, who are 
a second order in the ministry, and whose pecu- 
. liar business always has been, to explain and en- 
force the Gospel of Christ, and to administer the 
lioly sacraments when authorized by their Episco- 
pal Head ? I must confess I cannot perceive for 
what the gentleman quoted this passage— -a pas- 
sage in such direct hostility to his system. 

The third office is teachers — a grade still below 
the former, whose business, as appears from their 
employment in the scriptures, and as explained 
by early writers, was to instruct converts, and to 
perform the lower duties of the ministry, answer- 
ing in every respect to the deacons in the Protes- 
tant Episcopal Church. But are the gentleman^s 
deacons after the pattern of these scripture teach- 
ers ? I do not find that he has assigned them any 
particular diities ; but whatever duties he may be 
pleased to assign them, I presume V\» 'vT^'^fi^ 
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.. eoDstitnte them teachers, in as much as he declares 
^ them QOt a grade of the priesthood. This passage 
therefore, bo far from supporting parity in the mi- 
nistry, is a conclusive exemplihcation of the Chris- 
tiau regimen. 

I shall not now Sir, detain the attention of this 
learned assembly longer. I rose, barely to de- 
fend that venerable Church to which I belong, 
against what I deem to be erroneous doctrines. I 
shall therefore forbear at this time, to state my 
ideas at large, on the constitution of the ChrisBan 
Church, in as much as I wish not to appear illi- 
beral or forward. I wish the sukject to be can- 
didly and gradually unfolded, that a fair and per- 
mauent conviction, may at last rest on the 
miutis of all, let the final decision be what it 
may. 

Preshficr Secundkts, Sir, I had flattered myself 
with the hope that the argument on this question 
would not be diverted from its course, and this as- 
sembly insulted by the pretensions of Prelacy 
and high-toned Church principles. I was in hopes 
that the gentleman would be modest, and not in an 
uncharitable and outrageous manner, unchurch 
all denominations except those who have humbly 
bowed themselves to the sceptre of Prelacy. The 
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Rifijlit Rev. genfleman has yet, to be sure, only 
attempted to answer the arguments otlered by my 
brother presbyter — But I can see he has not yet 
got to the end of his story — We shall presently see 
him stepping forward with bolder strides, and 
claiming the whole christian vineyard, endeavor- 
ing to shove out as intruders, every preshyterian. 
Indeed what he has already offered upon this sub^ 
ject. goes directly to do this. It goes to set him* 
self safely in the Episcopal chair, and to dislodge 
every presbyterian from the christian ministry—— 
to turn them out into the wide world of error, and 
to pronounce them pretenders and usurpers. Be- 
fore the gentleman can be justified in uttering a 
syllable, which only looks towards sveh a conclu- 
sion, he should be perfectly certain of his premi- 
ses. To unchurch with a lash of his tongue, all 
non-episcopaliflin denominations under heaven ; 
and cast their members indiscriminately, into a 
condition worse than that of the very heathen, is, 
to say the least ofit, a most dreadful excommuni- 
cation ; and if not clearly enjoined by the law of 
God, as criminal as it is dreadful. That all those 
venerable Churches which have flourished in Ge- 
neva, Holland, France, Scotland, England, Ire- 
land, &c. since the reform&UQa\ASici&^\s^^V«^^ 

¥2 
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spre^ and are spreading through this vast eonti- 
nent — that those heroes of the truth, who, though 
they bowed not to the Mitre, rescued millions from 
the Man of Sin, lighted up the lamp of genuine 
religion, and left it burning with a pure and steadj 
flame to the generation following— *that all those 
faithful ministers, and all those private christians, 
who though not of the hierarchy, adorned the doc- 
trine of God their Saviour, living in faith, dying 
in faith ; hundreds, thousands of them going away 
to their Father's house under the strong consola- 
tion of the Holy-Ghost, with anticipated Heaven 
in their hearts, and its hallelujahs on their lips — 
that all, all were without the pale of the visible 
Church, were destitute of covenant grace, and 
left the world without any chance for eternal life, 
but that of unpledged, unpromised mercy, are 
facts of such deoj-tca^i !>••' '^«» m^y well 
make our hair sta^d up ^ l-iiL t - ';s U{)'::i the frcl 
ful porcupine," and freeze tUx, . *rm K hhI at th«. 
fountain. We say this awful, this dreadful sen- 
tence, is the necessary conclusion to be drawn 
from the position which the Right Rev. Gentle- 
man has taken. 

Episcopacy Sir, is a bold inovation upon th^ 
mgiaal coodtitution of the Chorcfah-is an unpiC» 
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rallelled usurpation of power by tome presbsrieii, 
above their equals* It has been the scourge of 
the Christian world for several hundred years, and 
I am happy indeed, that the question is now sub- 
jected to the examination of this numerous, piow 
and learned body of men. I am determined to 
meet it with promptitude and decision— 4md since 
this Right Rev. gentleman has come forward 
viiih his high pretensions, and authoritative de* 
iiunciations, I shall take the liberty, in order to 
bring the subject fairly before this assembly, that 
it may be fully investigated and settled, to state 
the accusations, which I think may be justly 
brought against ijplscopaey — this child of Popery^ 
and image of royalty. 

I hold in my hand Sir, a paper containing those 
accusations, which I shall now read and endeft* 
vour to support. 

Accusalions brought against ike assumed fWHJt 
in the Christian ministry termed Episcopal. 

First. That the peculiar powers of Episcopacy 
should be discountenanced, in that they are a viq* 
lation of the laws of Christian charity in uor 
churching all non>-episcopaIians. 

Second. In that they were violently usurped tp^ 
the third century. 
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Third. In that there is no express \?arrant for 
them in the sciiptiires— -they no where say '' thus 
said the Lord.** 

Fourth. In that they deny the scripture instil 
tution of ruling elders. 

Fifth. In that they grew out of, and are an er* 
ror of Popery, 

Sixth. In that dioceasan episcopacy is not to 
be supported by scripture or history, but puts it in 
the power of man to lord it over the heritage o{ 
God. 

These Sir, I confess, are serious charges to be 
brought against a christian community, but 
charges to me so evidently true, that I should 
feel myself guilty of violating the sacred relation, 
which binds me to my God and Saviour, if I did 
not distinctly state and boldly enforce them. 

The Right Rev. Gentleman and others, will 
be at liberty, if they see fit, to follow me in ray 
arguments; so that in this way I conceive the 
subject will be more distinctly understood and sa* 
tisfactorily settled. 

Chairman. Sir, I must be permitted \o interrupt 

you. You have set out very zealously, and I 

must take the liberty to say somewhat intempe- 

ttfteljr upon tiiis 8ubje($t Yon have strack cmt 



9,n entire new plan of investigation ; a plan, to 
•ay the least, bearing with severity upon a ret* 
pectable and numerous body of Christians, and 
fitly calculated to excite inore warmth than should 
be felt in the discussion of such a subject Before 
therefore, you are permitted to proceed, the sense 
of the assembly, and especially of those against 
whom your charges are levelled, should be had* 
It should be known whether they agree to 
your proposed manner of investigating the im- 
portant question now under consideration. 

Doct. Bishop. Sir, the gen^eman has my most 
cordial assent, to the manner in which he has 
proposed to investigate the subject. He is at 
perfect liberty to choose his own mode of assail- 
ing the church to which I have the happiness to 
belong — I know not that it matters how the at- 
tack is brought, whether with the finer graces of 
decorum, or the coarseness of intemperate denun- 
ciation. His manner and measures were to be 
sure unexpected, but against them 1 shall offer no 
objection. As he has promised me the favor iot 
following him, I shall most likely iaprove it, and 
risk the cause of Episcopacy on that foundatioo, 
upon which I am confident it has ever stood-'*^p- 
pn scnptur(f and antiquity. 
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full enjoymeiit of their holy religion — chrisiiani 
who '' have tasted the good nvord of God, and the 
powers of the world to come''-'^«hri»tianB who 
lAine as lights in the world— «haU such Ghriatians 
feel it no hardship to he insulted with a declara- 
tifm, that they have left the true fold of Christ bj 
deserting the Hierarchy— that their priesthood if 
fio priesthood, any more than Korah» Dathan, and 
Abiram's was — that their ministry acts by hnman 
authority only ; that the divinity of the priest* 
hood is all lodged in the bishop, and that without 
him there can be no church, no ordination, and 
finally no persons actually belonging to the visi- 
ble Church of God. What a sweeping system b 
this ? a system which demolishes at one stroke 
all the glories of the presbyterian cause, and lev- 
els all her noble churches with the dust I If this 
19 not entering the most holy sanctyary of charity, 
and violating her most sacred maxims, I know not 
what is. — Uncharitableness exercised against indi- 
vidual persons bears no comparison to this ; kx 
it denounces and unchurches without a sin^ 
salvo, whole communities of people, and outrage- 
ously robs them of their dearest privileges and en- 
joyments, without any hope or refuge, except that 
of rushing into the arms of Episcopacy* I eaa 






tehd in the eoiintenatices of these brethren ardand 
me, that manly detesfation they feel, at the bare 
mention of this unrivalled assumption of power, 
and this hard hearted denunciation of biP^thren in 
Christ 

I feel that I can safely risk this charge, upon 
the support which it receives from every man, in 
the least influenced by the principles of Christian 
love. I shall therefore cheerfully submit it to the 
decision of the gentlemen, whom I hava^jlhe hap* 
piness to address. ^ 

Boc, Bishop. Gentlemen, I am durpriieU that 
the Rev. gentleman who has but now addressed 
you — a gentleman of his superior powers of mind^ 
and of his great acquirements, should take the po- 
sition he has upon this charge, against wUch I 
have the honor of defending my Church* ' 

When this charge was announced, and an** 

nounced with the assurance of support from a 

quarter so formidable, I confess I trembled at the 

consequences— ^not however under a sense that 

the charge itself was just, or that it oould for a 

momentbe sanctioned by this judicious and learned 

assembly. My fears originated from another 

quarter. It is well known to you gentlemen, that 

the sympathies of the multitude are iwtantt^ ««■ 

ft 
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cited on the cry of uncharitableness and penrecu- 
tion ; that an accusation of this nature runs - like 
ifW. fire," among the great mass who think little 
and reason less, and who are powerfully coih 
trouled by positive assurance and popular ha- 
rangue, especially when thus addressed by personi 
of high sttindjng and commanding powers. Thii 
wah the source of my fears. These fears ..however 
dissipated as the Rev. Gentleman proceeded in 
his remarks. Sup|K>8e the '^ well known fact,^ 
on which the gentleman founds hb attack weie 
uniUsputed by Episcopalians. It would be evi- 
dent to the most superficial understanding, that 
the high accusation brought by the gentlemaDt 
C0bi(i not be sustained by such fact, unless Epis- 
copalians were first convinced that they were ii 
an etfoF^themselves. Let it be taken for granted 
Sir. that Episcopalians think and declare that 
there can be no true Chrbtian Aninistry, without 
Episcopal authority^-^that it is the only and troe 
Apostolic regimen of church government, and 
still it will be impossible to sustain the charge of 
illil^eralify or unchurching against them. 

1 cannot illuridate this subject more satisdaeio- 
rl/v /fifio by repeating the are;um*'i\ta used by the 
Bev. P. PrimuB (which were cotdiaW^ ^\iV^^\».\A. 
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by the Rev. gentleman vi ho now makes this charge) 
when vindicating himself and his Church against 
the same accusation. He says ^ ( deny the charge 
of unchurching ^lUand consequently of unchari- 
tableness. in examining this question we are in 
search of truth— • we are seeking into matters of 
fact.*^ This gentlemen, I affirm of the principal 
question now in dispute. We are endeavoring to 
ascertain the precise nature of the constitution of 
the Christian ministry. One party affirm it to be 
Episcopal another Presbyterian. The question is 
to be tried, and the matter of fact fairly settled. 
How childish then in either of the parties, to rise 
up and cry, 'Menunciation-^ersecution^unchar- 
itableness T Said the Rev. Gentleman already 
quoted, when pleading against the like ra^lma- 
tion, *^ we are seeking into matters of fact— facts 
stated in the scriptures and other authentic his- 
tory. If in the examination of these authorities, 
it should evidently turn slut, that I am not a law- 
ful minister of Christ — that I have not my autho- 
rity from him through his Apostles — I say, if it 
should so turn out, I shall not he unchurched^ for 
in that case, it will appear that \ w^n^t \v?iN^"V>t«xt 
lurched. I should be sorry tVial \\ should ^fes> vocif 
tmt-r-bni I i^ad rather it »ho\AA l)c so \>b»si '^ 
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know the troth at all. For when I know it, if I 
have been wrong, 1 can become right Tratb 
will be troth Sir, be the professors never so few.** 
Continues he, ^ If I -am out of the Church, thou- 
sands of brethren in the same condition, will not 
help me ; and it would be the greatest charity in 
any one of these brethren, if he knew the fact, to 
acquaint me with my error. And would it not be 
equally charitable, in one who knew he was in the 
Church, to undeceive me ? The Apostle says ''we 
can do nothing against the tratb, but for the tratb.'' 
So should me say. If this numerous and learned 
council, should a thousand time? decide, that ce^ 
tain congregations are Churches of Christ, and 
that certain ministers, are duly authorized, if they 
are,4M>t so, our decuionsean never make them so. 
Chriiit's Church was founded by Christ— 'is sap- 
ported by Chrbt-->and all the decisions of all the 
men upon earth, can never mske a Church any 
more than they can make a world. 

Would it be uncharitable in any man, who 
knew I was so unfortunate as not to be a mem- 
ber of Christ, when IthcugfU 1 was — would it be 
uncharitable to undeceive me ? . Every man says, 
no. My having been for years, or my ancestors 
Jiavwg been for centuries in the errori alters not 
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the case-*Error is error gtill, though evtfr to Tetter* 

able by age or amiable by virtue. Should a gea- 

tleman makiog a journey, lo a particular place, 

be met by either of ub proceeding on a road lead* 

ing in a different direction, and to a different 

place, on what principle could it be accounted 

iinchantal)le, to apprize him of his mistake ? 

Nay, 8up|K>8e this whole assembly were present, 

and should assure him he was in the right road i 

would that make it so ? Would it be turning the 

traveller oti< of his journey to put him in the righi 

may ? It certainly would not. No, nor would it 

be unchurching a community of people, to point 

out their error — to show them that they were in 

the world, by showing them the Church of Christ. 

So far from leading them from it, it would be Hitro- 

dncing them into the fold in which they thmtght 

they were, and into which they should above all 

things desire to be. No Sir, this cry of unchurch- 

ing and uncharitablenes^, js a mistake— -48 entirely 

unfounded.'' This reasoning gentlemen is to m^ 

conclusive. And unless using it in behalf of aa 

Episcopalian, renders it of less force than^when it 

is im{)loyed in favour of a Presbyterian, it must ba 

eonclusive with the Rev. Gentleman, who has ac« 

•QBcd Ejiiieo|N{cy of this tin ol totoniL^cSttSa^A^^^. 

C2 ^ 



tmcharitalilaiicis. Everyone pereeivet that tl 
reasoniog applies preeitely to the case before i 
And although the getitleiiian saw, or thought 
saw, in the countenances of the gentlemen aron 
him, ^' a manly detestation,** still 1 am prepared 
submit the decision of this high accusation,! 
(mly to you Blr^and to this honorable Jury, but 
the voice of this whole assembly; and should 
finally prove, that Episcopacy cannot support 
claims against. Presbytery, and EpiscopaKi 
should still continue to assert themi then v 
any gentleman be entirety at liberty to renew t 
accusation. 

PreshyUr Primus. I am convinced Sir, tl 
this subject has been sufficiently investigated a 
for myself wish the Chairman and Jury may < 
cide it. 

P. Seoundus. The question is submitted* 

The Chairman having ascertained the sei 
ments of the Jury, proclaimed to the aasemb 
that he and the jurors were unanimons in th 
judgement, that Episcopacy was not chargea 
with the offence alledged, and that it ought to 
exonerated therefrom. 

Chairman* Gentlemen, the second chai 
luaagbt agaJmt Episcopalians is, '' that Huy 
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mmed the Efriscopal power in the third cenluryJ' 
We are now ready for its examinatioa. 

P . Tertius. However ill-timed and improper 
Iti itself the first charge, I tritet this is founded 
upon such evidence, that it will not be difficult to 
substantiate it. It is well known that Popery 
"was not an Apostolic institution, but a corruption 
of power, assumed some centuries after the Aposto- 
lie age. I conceive Episcopacy to be a grade of 
the same power, and that it crept gradually into 
the Church in the third century. The causes 
which then operated to do away the true regi- 
men of Church government — the divinely insti- 
tuted Presbytery-— were the indolence and the ' 
inconsideration of some, the ambition of others ; 
the custom of standing moderators ; and the vene- 
ration paid to senior ministers, and such as wer^. 
of 8U{)erior talents and influence ; the respect at- 
tached to such as resided in large cities, and other 
considerations of a similar kind. It is. not to be 
denied that in the third century, that zeal which 
characterized the Apostles and first ministers; that 
wakeful diligence which we in every case find in 
the first stewards of the sanctuary, began to abate 
iji some who were called to the spiritual work. 
In other words, the Chwcb beijiuiA Va vsopk^ 
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and the lova of the world »nd the pride of life, 
maay iiiRtances look the (ilace of the luve of Gi 
Am )UioD with h«r unbridled deiiireB, rode fo 
iotii Ihe vineyard of our Ood ant) Saviour- Wl 
ttaege corruptiodi fa<id cre[)t into the Church, 
are to rememlter that the lyaods and Hssembi 
were cnaducted tviih iiresidents at tfa^r heat 
and that tliere were itanding nioderatora in 
larger lynoda; that these presidents and mo<lc 
tors were of ttw senior Preibytcrs, venerated 
their age and standing ; Uieae too would be ni 
rally choeen from among thote of (lie greatest 
lents and influence, and Ihe must ambilious in 
larger cities, by whom the greal«*t respect ia 
mandeil, and tn whom it is iavariably pail 
^hese men, inflated with their promotion t 
■uccess ; their ambition warmed by poi 
and station ; standing; at the head qf Ihe Ch 
tian community, they ivould have a command 
inRueuce orer the Church ; they would pre 
naturally desire to mnke their station immc 
able ; and by the Joint exertions of several oflh 
ambitious heads, each contfouling the Presbyl 
under him, might gradually wilh littje eSbrl, 
tiiey acluxtly did, establish a Prelacy, and ham 

jbwa to tbeir taceveson. la thn 'Vfty^ tbm 
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ambition and corruption, did Episcopacy creep in- 
to the Church, and finally in this way did the 
Pope ascend his throne, in his plentitude of pow- 
er, and spread darkness, dismay and death through 
all the kingdoms of Christendom. This Sir, is 
the language of ancient history. Take the au« 
thority ot Jerome. He says, that Bishops and 
Presbyten^ere the same under the Apostles — that 
before there were by the devil's influence, parties 
in religion, the churches were governed by the 
common council of Presbyters, but afterwards the 
practice was introduced, of placing one of the 
Presbyters above the rest, as a remedy against 
seism. He further says, that this practice was 
brought in by little and little. He asserts that 
Presbyters were above Presbyters, more by the 
custom of the church, than by the appointment of 
Christ ; and that this change owed its origin to 
the decay of religion, when every one began to 
think that those whom }ie baptized were rather 
his own than Christ's." 

I appeal to your candor, my brethren, whether 
there can.be any plainer and more satisfaciory 
proof than this, that Episcopacy was an innovation 
of naan. Again, Gregory says, " would to God 
there was no Prelacy,no pre-eminence of glace — ^uo 
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(jrannical privileges.*' Would Gregory, an emi« 
neatly pious and learned Bishop wish this, my 
brethren, if he helieved Prelacy to be of divine 
appointment ? 

Origen says, '' I think that which is written con? 
cerning the sellers of doves, to agree to those who 
eommit the Churches to greedy, tyrannical^ ui^ 
Ifamed^ and hreligiaus Bishops^ Presbyters^ and 
Deacons." 

These, gentlemen, are quotations from authon 
who cannot be disputed. Many others of the like 
nature might be adduced from almost every age, 
subsequent to the third century. This being the 
fact, it renders the statement which I have given 
of the rise of Episcopacy, incontrovertable. The 
power then having been thus usurped, the act n 
an outrage upon that ministry which Christ estabr 
lished in the time of his A{)0stles and their succes- 
sors, and should therefore be diseountenaaced. 

Freshyter Secundus, Gentlemen, I have heev^ 
grati&ed with the explanation which has been giv- 
en of the charge under consideration, and the rea- 
sons which have been urged in support of it. Our 
Brother has very dispassionately and calmly exam- 
ined the subject, and |*ldcodit in such a light as ttiat 
M0O^ cm be ill doubt resp^tiqg the true state of ' 



le question. I am aware howerer, tbat the geiH 
eman may urge on the other side that there is no 
istory in support of this chaise — that no writer 
fthat age in so many words, asserts that such a 
bange in the constitution of (he Church did take 
laee, and none in the next century except Jerome* 
Lnticipatmg this plea, I rose for the purpose df 
tearing this point of what may be supposed iti 
ifficuJties. It must be remembered that the 
rincipal writers of that day, were those dis- 
inguished men,who were at the head of the Church* 
rhose corruptions and whose ambition lead thera 
change the divinely constituted Presbytery for 
'relacy. And they, being the authors of the deed* 
ind the historians of the age, would be careful not 
record the fact, because by so doing they would . 
ecord their own shame. What few other writers 
here were in that age, being of minor influence 
f hen compared with these usurpers, they would 
)y fear or by favours l>e pressed into silence, so 
bat they might not be expected to record their 
naster's shame, l^he silence therefore of writera 
especting the fact itself, is easily accounted for. 
The error continually mounted upwards, until it 
(eated itself on the Popish throne-«-and as itascend- 
^it obscured the truth and buried the record of the 



fact in its gloom. But wherever or hoi^ever retain* 
ed,whetherin the Pope, or in its more comely fonii» 
in Episcopacy, it is still the error of the third cen- 
tury and must give way to the divine institution 
of Presbytery 

Doc. Bisiwp. Gentlemen, I confess the Rev* 
Gentlemen who have stepped forward in the siqp- 
|K>rt of this high accusation, are by no means want- 
ing in ingenuity, in the formation of systems to 
suit their purposes. They have certainly given 
a very pretty and plausible account of the rise and 
progress of Episcopacy ; and have so artfully coib ; 
netted it with Popery, that it is not a wonder thtt 
they are so confident of success \ and were all 
knowledge of Scripture and antiquity treasured 
np in the minds of these Rev. Gentlemen, they 
would no doubt come off with triumph^ and bury 
the Episcopiil community in the disgrace of their 
reproaches. 1 am indeed sorry that gentlemen 
will condescend to use reproach instead of argo* 
inent in support of their cause. Little did I ex- 
pect that the hackneyed slang, so much used about 
the period of the American revolution, would ever 
be revived. At that time it was in the mouth of 
evt;ry enemy to her welfare, that the Episcopal 
Church was a child of Popery ; that her rites nnA 
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ordinances, her worship, and her government, were 
but a step removed from, the cormptions of the 
Church of Rome. Then it was, that she wascri* 
ed down as a child of royalty ; as craving a 
throne, and of dangerous influence ; that she 
possessed neither piety or virtue, and that her woi- 
ship was adiy formality." Many in my presence 
can testify with what diligence and what clamor 
Episcopacy was assailed, and it is well known 
that these things had a surprizing and almost over- 
whelming effect. She. was for years in a state 
militant. But Ood, who has promised to save his 
Church, helped her in her distress. He blessed the 
labours of her faithful servants — The fallacy of 
the accusations brought against her being exposeil, 
hundreds who had been deluded by theory rushed 
into her bosom. 

I repeat it, therefore, that it is with pain I hear 
gentlemen renewing the cry which has mere than 
once terminated in the shame of those who raised 
it. The manner however in which the Rev. Gen- 
tlemen have wove Episcopacy and Popery togeth- 
er in their system, and the plausibility which by 
a kind of historical legerdemain, they have given 
their statement, deserves attention. I shall there 

fore improve this qjiportonity of examining it. 

u 



Let us first notice the singularly shrewd maDk 
Her in which the gentlemen get over the silence of 
histoiy, in reference to their pretended change of 
Presbyterian to Episcopal regimen. ^ The usurp- 
ers,^' they say» ** were the historians of the age, and 
they would not record the fact, for thereby they 
would record their own shame .^ Surprizing shift 
to save a bad cause ! And were these violent 
usurpers of the priesthood-— these corrupt modera- 
tors, who had transformed themselves into Bub- 
ops^— -were they the wily historians of that day ? 
What gentleman of learning will venture his repu- 
tation on such a declaration ? Was the eloquent 
Turtullian one of the usurpers ? Was he one of 
those greedy, ambitious, corrupt Bishops, who 
thirsted for Papal dominion ? No. He was a mere 
Presbyter. He was in no danger of recording his 
own shame. Nor was he one of a little mind, a 
tame spirit, or minor influence, who was to be sub- 
dued by fear or favoar. In his various writings* 
has he left no hint of this anti-Christian usurpa- 
tion ? No. Would he have recorded his own 
shame ? Nay, gentlemen, has not this Presbyter, 
who had every motive to brand with infamy these 
usurpers, declared in the most explicit terms, that 
all spiritual power is derived from Episcopal or- 
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iination ? That neither Presbyter nor Deacon 
has any right to baptize without the Bishop's au- 
thority ? Does he not challenge the heretics to 
produce a list of their Bishops ? What could have 
induced Turtullian to be silent with respect t« 
this usurpation if it had ever existed ? Or rather, 
what could have induced him to assert suah a 
Bhameless falsehood, as that Episcopacy was of 
Apostolical institution, if it were not a notorioui 
fact ? We hear no remonstrance from him ; but 
T7e hear him on the contrary, declare, that the A- 
postles left three orders in the Church, Bishops, 
Priests and Deacons. 

We have the same testimony from the profound- 
ly learued Origen. He also was a Presbyter, and 
therefore one of the sufferers ander this unchristian 
domination. He too had a peculiar motive for 
unmasiiing the imposition. He conceived him- 
Belf to be ill-treated by his Bishop : yet irritated 
as he was, he declares Episcopacy to be of divine 
appointment Did he not know how the matter 
was ? Was he an idiot, or a knave ? Was he a- 
fraid to tell the truth, or had he any motive for 
telling a falsehood ? Gentlemen, we have got to 
a strange t-ass if we attempt to impose such fnn^* 
tions ujpon mankind. 
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But why are christian Bishops to he excluded 
from hearing their testimony in fevor of Episcopa- 
cy ? Oh ! say the gentlemen* " they were the 
usurpers, and of course could not record their own 
shame. Was Ignatius an usurper ? Does the man 
who had been forty years Bishop of Antioch, who 
had been prdained to that office by Apostolic im- 
position of hands, and who^ encountered, for the 
sake of Christ, death in one of its most horrid 
forms, deserve that character ^ Did he, virt^Mtt 
and pious as he was, go out of the world with a lie 
in his mouth ? Did this martyr, who declares over 
and over again, that the office which he bore was 
of divine institution, record his own shame ? 

Was Polycarp, the venerable and pious Bishop 
of Smyrna, one of those usurping Prelates ? He 
must have had a principal hand in the business, if 
Blondell guesses right ; for Polycarp lived at the 
very time, when Blondell says this flagitious revo- 
lution was effected. He, by recommending in the 
strongest terms, the epistles of Ignatius, asserts 
the divine right of Episcopacy. Did he go out 
of the world triumphing in the flames, and exult- 
ing in the hope of happiness, when he had upon 
his soul the guilt of destroying that sacred regimen 



93 

which Christ left in his Church ? Such supposi- 
iioDs, gentlemen, are revolting to conunon sense. 

The Rev. gentleman therefore, ipstead of clear- 
ing away the difficulties, has but barely glossed 
them over with a superficial, a supposed * shame.* 
It is imi>ossible that a fact of such moment should 
liave transpired, and still not a trace of history be 
left, which records it ; and at the same time, the, 
most pious, the moist learned of every age, testify^ 
ing 'a contrary truth. Jerome, the writer whom 
the gentleman quotes with so much triumph, says 
no such thing, as • we shall directly show. And 
even if he did, when the voice of all antiquity is 
expressly against him, his authority should be ta- 
ken with great caution. The Rev. gentleman 
bas presented us with some quotations, which, at 
they have the appearance of a history of the fact 
alledged, deserve to be noticed. 

Let us calmly examine the quotation which he 
has so triumphantly imtroduced from Jerome. In 
the first place this passage must be considered at 
best obscure and doubtful. 

Jerome says that Bishop and Presbyter were 

the same under the Apostles. This I grant. But 

does it follow that there was no oOce superior to 

mw^er. AsalogiciaQ, ttiet!»ik^«yi^ 

H2. ~ 
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tainly not say it does. Who then were the supe- 
rior officers ? I answer the Apostles. What does 
Jerome next say ? That before there were, by 
the devil's influence,parties in religion^tfae Church* 
es were governed by the common council of Pres- 
byters.** Here Jerome must be understood, in or* 
der not to C4>ntradict the Scriptures, to mean* Aat 
the Presbyters governed the Churches, in8ubordi« 
nation to the Apostles. AU this says every Episcth 
palian. Afterwards, says Jerome ; after this dl8« 
traction at Corinth, when one said I am of Paul,( 
of Appollos — to prevent the seeds of scism^ one of 
the Presbyters was set over the rest. Now aa 
Jerome says, one of the Presbyters was placed 
over the rest, to prevent the scism^ which took 
place at Corinth, if we allow him common sense» 
it cannot be supposed he meant to assert, that the 
remedy was not applied till two or three hundred 
years after the evil begun. According to him then. 
Bishops were introduced in the Apostles* day, 
which is all Episcopalians claim. Jerome further 
says, that this superior order among the clergy 
was introduced by little and little." This too is 
perfectly consistent with the notions of the most 
high-toned Episcopalian. As the labors of the 
Apostles increatsedyeinA it became impracticable 



for them to superintend the numerous Cfanrtfaes 
i¥hich they had planted — they gradually placed 
men over these Churches with the same majority 
of power which they themselves had exercised* 
80 that I do not see, but that I may as triumphant- 
ly quote this passage, as the Rev. Gentleman, who 
thought it so pointedly supported his cause. 

Let us now examine his second quotation* 
Gregory says, ^^ would to God there were no Pre- 
lacy — no pre-eminence of place>— no tyrannical 
privileges.'^ To this quotation the gentleman sub- 
Joins this question-*-Would an eminently leam« 
edand pious Bbhop, have spoken thus, if he had 
considered Prelacy of divine appointment ? To 
this question I answer without hesitation, Tes* 
Be might have thus spoken in perfect consisten- 
ey with the l)eiief, that Episcopacy was of divine 
origin. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman's whole reason- 
ing on the subject is entirely fallacious. Bishops 
have abused their authority, therefore the office is 
not of divine appointment Whither will not this 
sophistry lead us ? 

I would seriously ask the gentleman, what are 
his views in giving us this quotation from Greg- 

«y ? Burely Bot to make l&m % IiwSw^vkwks^* 
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it happens to be stationed — But tfais is an addi- 
lion of civil powere to the divine priesthood, 
which in no sense belongs to it. Against this 
nidoy Episcopalians have exclaimed in every 
age^ since the priesthood has condescended to be 
thus tramelled. But non-Episcopalians, in quot- 
ing these remonstrances, against dvU power koA 
UUes^ to disprove the divine mstUuHon of Episcopa- 
cy ; make not only Origen, but almost every oth- 
er writer ofeminence in the past centuries, con- 
tradict themselves in the most explicit term8.§ 



f The spiritval Church qfEngUnd, if 1 may to ipeak,aiid[ 
tht civil Church of Englandt^re. eotirelj distinct; and| 




bishop HorsleyO we areindebt^ for all our secular posiessiuiis ; 
for the rank and diptity annexed to the superior order of the 
Clergy; for our secular authority; for the jurisdiction of oar 
courts } and lor every civil effect which follows the exercise of 
our 8i«iritaal authonty. All these rights and honours with 
which the priesthood is idomed by^ the piety of the civil in-«git> 
trate, are quite distinct from the spiri^fual CQinmisHon ivhich ne 
dear, for iht odnwmslraiion qf ChriaVs Kingdom They have 
no necessary connexion with it ; they stand merely on the 
jSround of human law.*** 

The spiritual Church of England we ant proud to resemUe. 
Palsied ne mv heart and my tongue» when Me one ceases to beat 
with gratitude to her, and the other to ^^u3^ ber praises. The 
spiritual Church of England weresen^wlitoU essential point! 
of doctrine, discipline, and worship But with the civil Church 
of Eni^land we totally differ ; and the diffiiredce consists in dou« 
essential points of discipline. 



• HorsleyU charge to his Cler^ when JSishop of ^U 
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I shall now adduce a few antbcwitiei rrom th« 
>friten iirecediog the age in which the alleHgetl 
tMurriation took place. If we find Episcopacy 
then estant and universally received, the queition 
must nTnecesaitj be gettled, because the evil com- 
plained of could not he prevalent beLre it had an 
existence. Tgnatiua who was the disciple <J St. 
Peter, and according to the ancients, wasordained 
by him, Bishop of Antioch, in the Epistle which 
he wrote on his way to martynloro, saith, what is 
the Bishop but he that hath all aulhorily and 

Hrr spiritiinl EpiKOpiey and mii^iliT ; her order* irf Bisb- 
«id, Prif-eti and D^m^oDs, we pcH.vr>i j wenre proud ta po tA 
tliem ThFBG coDstilulp our dlaim lo (he rbnraeler of an Apoi- 
tolic Church. Bui wf dtfi^r frora her Id oar Clerff eD}4;ia( 
DOlempoiat poirm,- iaourClmreh being do Ibrther rclatra Ut 
the SUte, Ihao as amenable Id its hv. and protected b7 tbnn ; 
end in her being deoLilute of thoHe iorrrior offlca of Arcb- 
Qeaeoai, OeBn^Pref)«ndaand nthen, irhiehareaalrorbuIBaa 
JDttitiiliDD " I may seriirel; (nfi Qnolier) therefore, eoDchide; 
Ibst thereare, attbRdyiinthr Church oF BogUod. no other 
Ikan the same Atrna ofeccleiiailical orden, namc^r, Biiibupi, 
I'reobrtrrs, and l)eafon^■hich had their Iwrinnini; from Ch'riii 
and bis hlesnrdApngtleii thnmelTc*. Aa lor Deaani, PrriieDda- 
rtea, ParBoni, Vir»n, Cufstei. Arcb- Deacon), CliBaeellor*, OflU 
chli,Coidmisaariet, and luchoAer like DiiBM9i,whldibdiw not 
fcand in Holy Serlptnre. w* have been therAy.tbroiicbMnu 
mea'i error, tbDOibtlo allow of cacletiaatScaldegTCeaMtkiMHrn, 
m-rerer hrard ai; ia.the better acH of former time) ; all tbeao 
srein truth but tillea atoffice wGefcunto partly eecleriailieat 
peraona, and partly otheri. nrp in uindry tonn snd eogdillona 
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power ? What is the Presbytery bat a iuicred 
Gonstitation of coonsellors and assessors to the 
Bishops ? This gentlemeii, is testimony as ex- 
plicit as wonis can make it, and is derived from the 
Apostolic age. About seventy years from that 
age flourished Ireneus, who thus speak»— ^ We, 
says he, can reckon up those whom the apostles 
ordained Bishops in the several Churches, and 
who they were that succeeded them, down to 
our times. Polycrates, Bishop of Ephesus, who 
lived about the same time, certifies the same 
thing. See also Arch-Bishop Potter. Other 
authorities of the like nature might be produced 
from these ages, but surely candour will l>e satis- 
fied with these. 

To suppose that events could there be spoken of 
as notorious in the Church, for centuries before 
they took place, would be cofitrary to every prin- 
ciple of common sense. The fact is so notorious, 
and is so fully recorded by every early writer, 
that Episcopacy was the regimen of the Church 
in the first and second centuries, that it will be in 
vain for any man to pretend that it took its rise 
after that period. 

Against the supposition that the powers which 
Bishops exevcise k^r long and immemorial *iisage> 
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were originally an usurpation^ there is an argu- 
ment which even with any candid Presbyterian 
must be conclusive. If Episcopacy were an 
usurpation — if the power of the Bishops^ like that 
of the Pope, was anti-Chrutian and unscriptural, 
would not the illustrious^ Reformers have denounc- 
ed Episcopacy with as much zeal as they did Po- 
pery ? To suppose that they would not, is to im- 
peach at oaee their talents and their sincerity. 
The hierarchy in its various mod^caHans^ was an 
object of jealousy, of close, bold, and unrestrained 
investigation ;'and the primitive writers were 
faithfully explored, in order to test its pretensions. 
If under these circumstances, the Reformers, while 
they denounced the Pope as *^ anti-Christ," *' the 
man of sin, the son of perditioo^ not only refrain- 
ed from censuring Episcopacy, bnt spoke of such 
an Episcopacy as the Church of England posses- 
neii in the most respectful terms, I think the con- 
clusion is irresistible, that Popery and Episcopa- 
cy are not equally untenable. The fact is as 
remarkable as it is undeniable, that the great 
Reformers, Calvin and Resa; and other divines of 
the reformed Churches on the continent of En- 
rope, in opposing the hierarchy, opposed only 

the cQm^t faierarcby of the ChnxftVi ^"ftn^^ \ 

1. 



|»rove(l in the strongent language of a prMUM 
Episcopausyy such as the Church of England po^ 
iessedf and lamented the imperious circumstances 
which deprived them of it* 

The Rev. Gentleman seems to rest much of his 
fine theory, on the desire of pre-eminence Which 
he intimates is natural to man. A wkh of pre^ 
eminence is fudura^ when it brings with it, its 
usual gratifications ; but where is the man who 
wishes it, when it brinp in its train every thing 
appalling to hitman nature*— « brief spiritual author* 
ity, such as the early Bishops possessed, general- 
ly accompanied with bonds, imprisonment* and 
death in the most horrible forms, has very few 
charms, even to those in whose breasts the love of 
power operates strongly*^lt would be the height of 
folly to suppose, that any Presbyters, however in** 
ordinate their ambition, or corrupt their motives^ 
would wish such dbtiuction on the rack and at 
the stake, or that they would usurp stations, wher» 
relentless persecution would inevitably assail 
them. No, human nature loves itself too well, for 
that kind of distinction. Yet this was the situ- 
ation of the Christian Bishops in the first centu* 
ries. They were not supported, but in most ca* 

* CalvmU ho9k conC4riUnf thg ficcetctcy o/f^itrndt^ 
^^ CAurch, 
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vefl depressed by the civil power. They had bo 
Demosthenes or Cicero to plead their cause. 
They had to fight the battles of Christ, frequently 
against principalities and powers — and not onfre- 
quently died in the conflict. And still these 
Bishops are charged with profligacy, and ambitious 
usurpation. 

It is universally acknowledged that the Church, 
until the middle of the second century, preser\'^ed 
her piety. This was but a short Ume previous 
to the alledged usurpation by her Presbyters. 
,The Bishops of this vei^ age, are recorded as dis* 
playing all the meekness and humility of Chris- 
tians. And c/in it be supposed that these men, 
who would not ofler incense at the idol altars, to 
SHve themselves from the most excruciating tor* 
ments, deliberately associated for the pnr|)08e of 
acquiriqg a tnfling authority o«er their brethren, 
at the es^pense of an institution of their Lord and 
Master? What! conscientious in every thing 
relating to Christian pqrity^-rto Christian man- 
•ners ; aod yet profligate as to the constitution of 
the Christian Church ! Gross inconsistency ! 

But gentlemen, suppose this chimerical plan, 
of depriving the Presbyters of those powers to 
^hkb they were epUtled by \hft %.^^\tLVcD«\5^^ 
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their Lord and Master, should have entered into 
the minds of a few ambitious Presbyters, how in. 
the name of common sense, was it to be effected ? 
They possessed not the civil power to drive, nor 
the eloquence of Cicero to persuade, men out of 
their senses. How then did they effect so im(M>r- 
tant, so outrageous a change ? How did they cov- 
er the fatal deed, that it produced no remonstrance, 
no opposition ? Nay, how did they blot the re* 
membrance of it from the mind, that it should lie 
buried for centuries, and be finally permitted to 
pass until after the Reformation before thought of 
or discovered ? 

The truth is that the ancients had much great- 
er advantages for determining the question under 
consideration, and every other important matter 
relating to the Church, than we can possibly 
have. They had not only all the writings that 
we have, but a great many more. They had a 
great number of epistles, written by Synod to 
Synod— by Bishops to Bishops — by Churches to 
Churches, about all things that happened, in 
which either the government or the discipline of 
the Church was interested. From all which manu- 
scripts and recordsjthey micrht as fully have le arned 
what was ihe government instituted by the Apos- 
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.ties, and i^hether substantial ianovations had 
* bceo made in it, as me cao learn by the records 
of tbe fifth and sixth centuries, what the form of 
government was in those centuries. Indeed gen- 
tlemen, it is impossible that this usurpation, even 
if effected in one province, should have extend- 
ed itself throughout the world, at a period, when 
the secular power would not have eoiorced it — 
and when there was no general council to effect 
it. I repeat it — ^had this usurpation happened 
there would have been explicit, irrcfragible facts 
recortted in cotemporarj writers of a change, 
which if effected by general consent, must have 
given new features to the visible Church, and 
constituted one of its most memorable eras. And 
where, we ask, is the record of a change, which if 
effected by usurpation^ must have rallied clergy 
and people around their just rights, consecrated 
by Apostolic authority, and called forth at least 
from some one degraded Presbyter, a solemn pro* 
test, which would have been heard through dis- 
tant climes to distant ages. Where the ^ voice 
of warning," which, even in this degenerate day, 
poured forth tbe alarm in Zion, when danger only 
remotely threatened her sacred cause. Alas ! the 

ibbabltaiits of Zioo, lay locked \iii&%£i\^ %Vni^(» 
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The Geiidaeli on her Bscred rapt|tti 
slMliiog at their poati. The enemy ct 
bUal rram tbe gocpel trumpet swept o 
lo rouw ber memben in defence of her 
order. Preib)-terf , her revereil pride i 
vanished. A corrupt Prelacy raiseil il 
form — Cbriatians tkroughma the norld, t 
eeotuff or two before, had receiveil Pre! 
a Mcred deposit from Christ and his A| 
iftoucbed by the wand of enchantment, 
and worshipped the image, which (he 
ambition of usurping Prelates had let U| 
more aBtoaisbiog still, the pen oT hiatorj 
iog its oBBce, left to future ages no trac 
wonderful event I The man who cai 
that this astonbhing change in Aposlol 
could bare been univenally effected 
short period of the Apostolic age, witho 
fully, explicitly, and lastingly recorded ii 
tingi of that period, which are still est 
be prepared to believe that all the Pre 
now in the world, may lie down to si 
wake up under the governmeot of Bieb 
yet that no record would be left to iofom 
tf of the astonishing event. 
CAoimKUi. IV appean to ib« %%ix^]l« 
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(^ charge is, in its nature, incapable off being 
twtained. I cannot believe that a fact, nvhich, 
if true, would go to show that the regular succes- 
sion of the true r^imen of the priesthood was 
interrupted for several centuries, nay which in- 
deed would prove that Christ suffered the econo- 
my of the ministry to be altered, and which at 
the same time involves all the inconsistencies and 
difficulties which the Right Rev. Gentleman has 
stated, could ever have had an existence. The 
belief of this usurpation must have originated at 
some period, in the prejudice or mistake of men, 
and cannot be founded in fact— I wish however 
to leave the gentlemen to support their position 
in their own way, begging them at the sametime^ 
not unnecessarily to detain the council. 

FreshyUr Primus. We submit the question. 

Chairmatu We proceed then to the third ac 
cusation viz. that there is no express vmrrant fi 
Episcopaty in ihe Scriptwres^^'^hey no nhere sw 
^ Thus saxHh the Lord.'' 

Presbyter Qtuartus. It appears to me genf 
men that the fact, that God has no where ) 
down the plan of church government in his 
yealed will, and has no where said that thf 
that partioular re^men BbofoUiV)!^ ^jipwsr^^ 
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good and sufficient argument why we should lay 
DO great stress on any form whatever, and espe- 
cially why we should not claim to ourselves to be 
exclusively ri^ht There is something to me 
very forbidding, in hearing men positively de- 
clare, that this is God's institution — God*s regimen 
•—when it must be granted that they have no ex* 
press authority for saying so. 

Presbyter Secimdus. GentJemen, I am sorry to 
hear the Rev. Gentleman si>eak thus loosely on 
this subject. He seems to intimate that no regi- 
men of the Church is of divine institution. This* 
I hope, he is very far from believing. The Pres- 
byterian form of church gbvernment is held forth 
in the New Testament as clear as the sun in the 
firmament of heaven, and the acts of the Apostles 
uniting with the commission given to them by 
Chrjst, amounts in my estimation, to an express 
warrant for the practice of our churches. 

Doctor Bishop. Gentlemen, it appears to me 
there is some looseness in the observations of both 
the gentlemen. The charge preferred against 
that Church to which I belong is, *^ that there is 
DO express warrant in the scriptures for her pecu- 
/i9r government** This we TetidW^ ^wcvV^ ^^Tca.* 

'^gattbe istmeiime that thiB \b lio \fi«i^ Vrix^ ^^^^ 
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respect to Presbyterian regimen than Episcofial. 
What we contend for is, that although we have not 
an express warrant in so many words, still wa 
have JpostoUc practice and institution^ and that 
ihese are conclusive evidence of divine right If 
the broad principle be admitted, that express 
precept only and not JpostoUc practice^ is conclu- 
sive evidence of divine right, by what proof shall 
we establish the divine institution of the Sabbath^ 
or indeed, the genuineness of the writings of the 
New Testament* 

The A|K)6tles acted under divine inspiration* 

4 

Those institutions, therefore, which they settled, 
and which are not obviously of a local and tem- 
porary nature, are authorised by that divine spirit 
under which they acted, and are to be reverenced 
and obeyed as from Ood. The contrary princi- 
ple cuts up by the roots evangelical doctrinet and 
shakes to its foundation, the Christian Church. 

There is then only one thing to be considered 
in reference to the charge under consideration^— * 
And that is, whether all Apostolic practices are 
equally obligatory ? If not, is Episcopacy one 
-which is binding in all ages ? That all ate ^<> 
qui/fjr obligniory h not to be \iTeV.«ii!i^^^— "^V^^^ 
MS an evident distinction between lifefcm^^^wSssu* 



which is this— The practices of fhe Apostles whicli 
were iotended to last, and be unchangeable^ ars 
bindiDg oa all Christiaas/while those which wiers 
iBteoded to be temporary and mutable, are not— 
And we oao determine instantly, from the natan 
of those practices, whether they were to be local 
and transitory, or of general and peroianent ob* 
servance. The love feasts, the kiss, of charity^ 
the deaconesses, who were to attend on women in 
baptism, were Apostolic jtoc^s evidently of iB< 
ferior moment, proper and necessary only under 
peculiar circumstances of the Church* and laid 
aside when these circumstances changed. Bui 
the practice of the Apostles in settling the Ckristm 
ministry is of the first importances and of pemuh 
nent obligation. 

The Christian ministry lies at the foundation of 
the Christian Church, The Apostles were to in- 
stitute a ministry which was to continue, by suc- 
cession, *< to the end of the world.** We have the 
flame right to change the sacraments, and to pre' 
tend that they are temporary and mutable, as we 
have the cansUttUiqn of the Christian ministry, as 
set t led by Apostolic pr^ctice^ H ere the institutions 
of the Apostles must be gathered fro^ iheir practice^ 
from their authoritative acts- The tnimstrt/ U q( 



I 



Hi 

ttvin^ authority, and rests isolely cm a divine Com- 
nission given by Ohrist to his Apostles. This 
Boinmission mdst tie derived from Christ ; the 
NNirce of ail power in the Church, by a soceession 
)f persons authorised to transmit it. In no other 
way can it be derived. Once admit that this 
succession hus t)een interrupted — admit that the 
mode of transmitting the ministerial commissioii 
may tie changed-^may lie placed in othetr hands 
than those in which the Apostles placed it, and 
you rendet null the promise of Christ — ^**Lo, I ani 
with you alway, ev^n nnto the end of the wofld.^ 
Yon suffer the gates of hell to prevail againfst Uie 
Church, for you wrest from it its divine character* 
Tou make its ministers and its sacraments, homaii 
officers and human ordinances. Tou sever it 
from its divine head, from which it derives spirit- 
ual growth and nourishment. 

The connection between the visible Chtircli 
and the " Lord of all," can only be Irept tip by 
a visible ministry, administering visible sacra- 
ments ; and this ministry, tan derive its author- 
ity from Christ only, in that mode and order orig- 
inally constituted. We contend not then, that 
Episcopacy is unchangeable, merely liecause it is 
the original forni of government tettML Vs^ K:^«V 
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tdie prafitice : but we contend that it is unchang^ 
able, because it is the originally conatituted 
mode of conveying that commissian, without whiel 
there can be no visible ministry, no visible sae- 
lamentsi bo visible Church. The power of ordi- 
nation must remain with the first grade of the min- 
istry, now called BisiioiMB, b€$cause with them it ^ 
was placed by the Apostles, divinely comnusaioB' 
ed to found the Church, to constitute ItsminBtiy, 
ftnd to provide for the continuance of this minii' 
try ^' to the end of the world." Change the ndih 
istry-— place the power of ordination in otbef 
hands, and the Church is no longer founded ^ on 
the Apostles and Prophets^ Jesus Christ himself 
being the chief corner stone.'' Its constitntioD 
am) ministry have no power but what man gives 
them. It rests on the sandy foundation of hmtm 
authority. When '* the floods come, when the 
rain descends, when the winds blow and beat upon 
it, it will fall, for it is not founded on the ROCK 
OP AGES. 

Hence^ although we pretend not that Episcopa- 
cy is founded on express warrant, still we contend 
that it is supported by divine authority, equal to 
such a warrant. And we think that gentlemen 
abould be extreme!/ cautious how they bring 
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charges against the Church. They ibaald be 
^ble to prove that Episcopacy is not the true re^ 
men oT the priesthood of Christ's Church, before 
ihey bring such accusations, as the one under 
"OOHsideration. Had the gentlemea first proved 
. that Episcopacy was not tbattegimen, then their 
^charge might have been predicate upon that proof. 
But by bringing their charges Jorward firsts they 
necessarily have to beg the principal qiiesUon, 
which I conceive can. have no good effect., other 
than to perplex and prolong the tsontroversy. 

Chairman* We are now . waiting such further 
temarks as gentlemen may be desirous of o£fering. 
After the lapse oC a short time, no one rising to 
Bpeak, the chairman^ having Consulted with the 
Jurors, announced to the assembly, that it was 
the unanimous opinion of the court, that the 
.■charge under consideration would not lie, and 
•that it was therefore dismissed* 



tJlUurman. The fourth accusation gentlemen, vi 

^< ^lat Episcopacy sJunddbediscountenanced^because 

it denies the Scripture institution of Ruling Elders.''* 

Fresbsifier Tertius. Gentlemen, in di&cviiavEii^ 

R 



^*^. 
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the other charges which have been tried, I faai 
not taken an active part, because 1 consider 
them of minor importance towards prostratii 
this enemy of the Christian cause* Episcopac. 
The one now brought before us, I view as a pi 
mary means of exposing the imposture. 1 ther« 
fore proceed to the argument. 

There is, gentlemen, independent of all histoi 
cal testimony, a necessity, little short of absotufc 
that one or more persons, under some name, i 
perform the duties of ruling Elders, should be a[ 
pointed in every well ordered congregation. Tli 
minister, whether he be called Pastor, Bislio| 
Rector, or by whatever title, cannot individually 
•perform all the duties necessary to maintain goi 
ernment and discipline in the Church. He cai 
not be every where or know every thing. H 
must have a nomtier of grave, judicious an 
pious persons who shall assist him with infomn 
tion and counsel, whose official duty it shall be ( 
aid him in overseeing^ regulating and edifying th 
Church. We can hardly have a better comroen 
on these ideas, than the practice of those Churcl 
es who reject Ruling ElderS'^Our Episcopal bretl 
ren reject them; but they are obliged to hav< 
tbeir FestrymemxiA Church Wardens^ who pel 
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form the duties belooging to sncb Elden. Oilr 
Independent brethren, also reject this class of 
Church officers ; bot they too, are forced to re- 
port to a committee, who attend to the numberless 
details of parochial duty, which the minister 
cannot perform. They can scarcely take a sin- 
gle step without having, in fact, though not in 
name, precisely such officers as are comprised 
under the scriptural appellation of Kuling Elders. 
Now is it probable, is it credible, that the Apostles 
acting under the inspiration of Christ, should en- 
tirely overlook this necessity and make no pro- 
vision for it ? It is incredible. But we have 
better evidence than this. The New Testament 
makes express mention of such Elders. There is 
undoubtedly a reference to this in 1 Timothy, v. 
n^** Let the Elders that rule weUjbe counted mcriky 
ef dmibU honor, espedaUy they who labor m word 
and doctrine,^ Every man of plain good sense, 
Who had never heard of any controversy on the 
subject, would conclude, on reading this passage, 
that, when it was written, there were two kinds of 
Elders ; one whoee duty it was to labour in word 
xnd doctrine^ and another ^viho did not thus labouK^ 
>ut n$Udin the C/iurch-*-The A|^l\e wi|5i^li\Act% 
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thai nde wM are nnnihg. cf double JumMBTy hA esp^ 
daUy those who Idbomr m ike ward and doctrine. 

For this oonstniGtioii of the passage, Drw 
Whitaker, a zealoab and learned Episcopal divine 
contends—*' by these words,** says he, **. the Apos- 
tle evidently distinguishes between- the BiahopSy 
and the inspectors of the churth. If all who rule 
vrell be worthy of double honor, especially they 
who labour in the word and doctrine, it is plain 
there were some who did not so labour^ for if ail 
had been of this discription, the meambg woidd 
have been absurd; but the word specialfy^ pourft 
out a difference. If I should say all who atody 
well at the university, are worthy of double bo^ 
nour ; especially they who labor in the study of 
theology ; I must either mean that all do not 
apply themselves to the study of theol(^y, or 1 
should speak nonsense. Wherefore, I confess that 
to be the most geniiine sense, by which pastoit 
and teachers are distinguished from those whooih 
ly governed. 

I shall in addition to these arguments, recite 
you but one authority, from among many of the 
ancients. It shall be from Hilary. It begini 
thus : ** for indeed among ail nations, old age n 
boDorable. Thence it is that the synagogue, an4 



after that, the church had Elders^ nvithoat whoM 
counsel nothing was done in the church ; which, 
by what negligence it grew into disuse, I know 
not, unless perhaps by the sUAh, or rather by the 
ffide of the teachers, while they alone wished to 
appear something.^ 

Upon these authorities gentlemen— authorities 
drawn from sources which cannot be disputed, the 
scriptures and the best Episcopal writers, I risk 
the argument. If this charge be sustained, one 
grade of Episcopal regimen, of course, falls to the 
ground, and Episcopacy itself is lost. 

Dwi, Bishop. I have been waiting a moment 
in order to hear what further may be said by the 
gentlemen upon the charge, but as none of them 
rise, I proceed to examine the Rev. Gentleman's 
authorities, in which he so proudly triumphs. Be- 
fore I proceed to consider the arguments them- 
selves, however, I must observe, that were Episco- 
palians to admit such an order in the church as But- 
ing Elders, it could in no sense be the cause ofEpis- ' 
cofiacy ^^ failing to the ground.'* As Bishops 
have not the sole power in ecclesiastical affairs — as 
Presbyters are their counsellors and assistants in 
the administration of church tj||pcipline — so Ruling 
Elders^ supposing them to have an equal shave la 

1». 
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the governmeiit vnih preackitig Presbyten» ^ould 
by no meaivi invade the negative pow^r. of Bisb-. 
opd. Episcopacy thent i» safey whatever n^ty b^ 
the decision of the question. 

The Rev. Gentleman draws his first aqpunent 
from the necessity of the case ; and I most confipn» 
if not d^mvn, it never would have appeared. He 
thinks he *^ can hardly have a better comment oo 
this necessity }'* than the practice of those chmch- 
es which reject Ruling Elders.^ Here he briAgs 
in his Episcopal brethren with their Vestry aad 
Church-Wardens, and the Independents with their 
committee. Is the Gentleman ignorant, bow wide 
a difference (here is, between his Ruling Elders, 
and our Vestry and Wardens ? Let us examine 
and compare them. 

His- V. Church Session consists of the minister, 
or ministers and elders of a particular cougrega- 
tion.^' " The Church Sessiou is competent to the 
spiritual government of the congregation." See. 
1 and 2, chap. 8. Is this the business of our Ves- 
tries, and oi Independent Committees ? No such 
things They have nothing at all to do with spi^ 
itual matters. Their business relales solely to tew- 
poralilies. They cannot admonish, " rebuke, sus- 
pend, or exclude from the sacraments, those who 
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are found to deserve the censures of the Ghurob,'^ 
as the Ruling Elders can, for whom the gentleman 
pleads. Their business is totally different ; and 
therefore, ihiecessUy requires Ruling Elders, it re- 
quires spiritual ones in the PresbyteriaB,and tem- 
poral ones among Episcopalians and Independ* 
ents. The necessity of having Laymen, to take 
^are of the temporalities of the church, 4s evident 
to every man. But until it can be proved, that 
Jesus Christ did not establish a competent priest" 
Jwod^ there can be no necessity of having Laymen, 
to administer in spiritual things. 

The next argument which the Rev. Gentlemaa 
produces is from the Holy Scriptures. *^ Let the 
j^lders that rule well, be counted worthy of double 
honour, especially they who labour in word and 
doctrine.^ On these words the Gentleman re- 
marks, that every man of plain good sense, who 
had never heard of a controversy on the subject, 
would conclude, on reading this passage, that 
when it was written, there were two kinds of El- 
ders, (this happens to be the very point to be de- 
termined) one whose duty it was to labour in the 
word and doctrine, and another, who did not thus 
labour, but only ruled in the Church." I hope 
^be Rev. Gentleman will confess that thete \^ ^ 
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great deal of plain good sense in tbe Cbristiaa 
world, and yet by far the greater part of it is against 
him. I hope the Gentleman will allow that Ig- 
natius, Ireneus, Tertullian, C lemens of Alexan- 
dria, Origen, Eusebius, Ohrysostem, Jerome, and 
many other eminent writers, have enumerated the 
orders of the Church repeatedly, and yet have not 
a sentence to support his favourite system of 
Ruling Elders — I hope he will also allow, that 
these men had plain good sense. I should also 
hope he will allow, that Baxter, Vines, and the 
greater part of the English Pre&byterian Divines 
in their 0a^, b^side8 numbers of foreign Presbyte- 
rians, who have distinguished themselves by their 
writings, and yet were professed enemies to Rul- 
ing Elders, were men of plain good sens^. Sure- 
ly, Chamius, Salmasius, Blondell, Ludovipus, Ca- 
pellus, Moyses, Amiraldus, all PresbyterianSf were 
not novices — still they all testified against Ruling 
Elders. The Rev. Gentleman proceeds upon this 
text and rests the whole explanation of it, upoq 
Dr. Whitaker, whom he calls a '* zealous and 
learned Episcopal divine.^' But for what, I ask, 
was Dr^ Whitaker zealous ? Certainly not for 
Episcopacy. He was zealous for the peculiar doc- 
trlBCB of Fresbjterians. Learned Yie \««s^ *^ biit an 
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Episcopalian be never vras, although a ndnister ef 
the Church of Fnglaod ; for it is riot every dn» 
vrho wears her garb, that adopts her principles. 
But it matters not what he wais. We have noth- 
ing to do with him, but with his reasoning. Let 
us try it, and I presume we shall find it insufficient 
to answer the purpose for which the Rev. Gentle-^ 
man quoted it 

The fact which the gentleman would rtish to 
have proved, by the text quoted from Timothy is, 
that ih4)se who ruled weU^ and those who laboured 
in the word mid doclrme^Yieid distmii offices. Now 
this fact is contended for by Dr. Whitaker, and of 
course by the Rev. Gentleman Who last addres- 
sed you. Those who ruled well, might for aught 
any man knows, have been ordained to preach 
also, and might, in consequence, have frequently 
preached ; but they were not lab'oi/ious in preach*- 
ing. This is the distinction marked by the word 
especially ; a distinction not of office but of indus- 
try in the same office. Some elders were more 
concerned in rtding : others in preaching : but it is 
miserable logic to infer from this, that those who 
ruled, had not also a right to preach : as misera- 
ble logic as it would be to Vufet, \3!mi.\. ^^'8.^^'?^^ 
pr^acAed, had not a right to mV». TIV^ x^cjt^ ^ 



pseialfy ^ill not warrant either conclusion. It 
undoubtedly implies a difference, not in the 
powers conferred, but solely in their application. 
When Doct.,Whitaker infers from this word, a 
distiuctiop of office, he merely begs thie question. 
He ought to have proved that the word spedaUi/y 
necessarily implies a distinction of office. This 
he does not prove. His conclusion then is un- 
warranted — and the text by no means supports the 
notion of RvUng Elders. 

I shall next proceed to examine the Rev. Gen- 
tlemanV quotation from Hilary, an early writer. 
Had Hilary said that the seniors, in his day, were 
Ruling Elders — that they formed a component part 
of the Presbytery ; that they with the Pastors, had 
the power of examining and licensing candidates 
for the gospel ministry, of ordaining, settling, 
removing or judging ministers : of resolving ques- 
tions of doctrine or discipline, of condemning er- 
roneous opinions'*— in short, of ordering whatever 
pertained to the spiritual concerns of the Church-r 
es under their charge,^ he would to be sure make 
out for us a sample of Ruling Elders in his day, 
answerable to those contended for in the present. 
But he has not a syllable in support of one ofthesa 

^ PreBbjttvnuk form of goy . 
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articulan. He says no more than that sendohy 
r elderly men, were consulted, but that the cus- 
>m was grown into disuse in his time. And can 
re from such declaration, draw the conclusion, 
lat there were Ruling Elders at that time ; such 
9 are now contended for? To do so would hie 
[range logic. Elderly men were consulted: 
lerefbre, there were Ruling Elders in the Church, 
rho shared her spiritual government. 

Gentlemen, it is incontestibly true, that in the 
ifferent situations of the Church, which frequent- 
f occurred, in the first three centuries, while per- 
Bcution lasted, it was customary to consult aged 
len, not as (officers however, but as laymen. 
urely from this custom we can upon no princi- 
le, infer a warrant for the establishment of a grade 
r Church officers. 

Presbyter Independent. The office of Ruling 
llders, gentlemen, is so unreasonable a thing — 

supported by such superficial inferences, from 
3xt8 of Scripture, and such vague expressions of 
Dcient writers, that it is really unaccountable 
ow any set of men can continue so tenacious upon 
le subject. I could wish that the sense of the 
hole Christian world could be consulted, for 
most all Christendom is against it. -The Bof 



man, Greek, and Coptic Churches are agednir 
it. The Churches of England, Sweden and Den- 
mark, are against it Our numerous sects of In^ 

• 

dependents in this country and in Great Britain 
are against it Nay, even Presbyterians thent 
selves, are divided upon this snlgect. Bbhop 
Sage informs ns, that, '^ the whde tribe of tin 
Belgic r€monslraR&, are, against it in their Confei- 
sion of Faith. 

Baxter in his preface to his Five Disputations of 
Church Government, says expressly that, " as fat 
as he could understand, the greatest part, if dot 
three for one, of the English Presbytedan Minii- 
ters, were as far against Lay Elders as any Fie^ 
lates of them all." 

It is in vain for Gentlemen to set up their rea- 
soning, against the understandings and thte good 
sense of almost all the Christian world upon this 
subject The fact is, that amongst the hundreds of 
ancient writers extant, there is not an individual of 
them all, who in enumerating the grades in the 
ministry and the officers in the Church, says any 
thing of Ruling Elders. The most that can be 
said from the Scriptures, are the illogical inferen- 
ces of Dr. Whitaker ; and all that can be drained 
from ilio ancients, is, that old men were consulted 
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in cases of distress and emergency. And may 
God grant us prudence, to appeal to the same 
source for knowledge, and cool deliberation, in 
every tribulation in the Church, and in the day of 
persecution and affliction. 

Chairman. Gentlemen we ace prepared to hear 
vrhatever may be further urged upon this question* 

Presbyter Tertius* We submit the question* 



Chairman. We proceed to the fifth charge vh'. 
TThat Episcopacy grew cut afy, and is an error of 
Popery. 

Presbyter Tertius. Gentlemen, I have taken 
the trouble of investigating thb charge laboriously 
and conscientiously, and after the most mature de- 
liberation, find it well founded. Popery, strictly 
speaking, is the ecclesiastical supremacy asMimed 
by the Bishop of Rome, and involves in it that 
system of company as well in doctrine and 
government, as in practice, which characterizes 
that Church. HenCe Transubstanliation^ Purga- 
tory, Auricular Confession, the Worship of Ima- 
ges, the Invocation of Saints, Adoration of the 
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OroBS, and Prelacy, are all spoken of as Romub er-^ 
rore. And if the Roman Pontiff be notibeir inl- 
mediate author he is their immediate stfpmier. 
In this sense Clerical imparity is a Popish emir, 
nearly coeval in its rise, with the commeneem^ 
of Papacy itself. It orip^inated from the sadr 
source, and tends to the same mischief. AD itt* 
enquiries have more and more confirmed nut f 
the persuasion, that it is a real mischievooi d£ 
parture from Apostolic simplicity. That thj * 
charsie is not unfounded, may be farther aigtttt f 
not only from the Popish and Episcopal Chorelt- i 
supporting the same views upon the sabjecttil^ \ 
their adhering to each other with great tenael^ 
almost acknowledging that they must standi 
foil together. It is needless to cite authofift 
upon this point ; for it is well known that all K 
man Catholics claim the Protestant Episcoi- 
Church as a daughter who rebelled against ; 
mother, and having stole away from her,abu. 
her who begot her. Indeed Episcopalians i . 
tate not to acknowledge, that the jObmc. 
Rome is valid in her ministrj^;^ 
lier /priesthood. The Proti 
to be sun* is ^ 
many of the 




itill, wben she came out she not only brought witk 
her, her '' Mass Books"^ new moddled, but also 
one of the proudest marks of Papal domination^ 
Prelacy. This is a fact which on no ground can 
be disputed. Her history can be regularly traced 
back to her own mother, and the comparison be- 
tween the two can be easily drawn, and when 
drawn, the similarity is evident. 

Doct, Bishop. Gentlemen I have already men- 
tioned in the course of the proceedings of this coui|« 
cil, that it was with pain I heard gentlemen at- 
temptii^ to renew old prejudices and abuse, which 
liave since the Puritanic age, been, at times, 
heaped upon the Protestant Episcopal Church. It 
38 certainly surprizing that gentlemen of candour 
"will do this. Surely it is not their design to draw 
an ideal similarity between the Churches, making 
an unfavourable impression, and hoping thereby 
to induce a belief that one partakes of the impurity 
of the other. This is a design which I am unwil- 
ling to ascribe to them. It must therefore be an 
honest error, which is run into in eonsequence of 
both Churches being Episcopal. Let us then try 
ihe question, by first ascertaining, firom authentic 
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Mstory, vrhen Popery took its rise, and then 
whether Epifcopacy did, or did not euBt before 
that period. If befifre^ it certainly is not a Papal 
error, and our Protestant Episcopalians are not 
the more Papists, because they eijjoy an Episcopal 
form of government. 

Weoan fix within a certun period the commence- 
ment of the reign of '< Anti-Christ.** The Pope of 
Rome did not arrive to '* full statare,' fMSOording to 
the generality of Protestant writers, mitil the ?tli 
centuiy. And an accurate historian says, *^ the 
earlier period^ which can be suggtHed^ [for the rise 
of Popery] is the year 325.'^ Let ita then fixtte 
lieriod as far teck as can be suggested ; let us fix 
it in the year 325. Now gentlemen, we are aUe 
to prove, by the most abundant and unequivocal 
testimony, from primitive writers, that the Epis* 
copal form of government did exist prior to that 
period. Bishop Pearson, in his vindication of the 
epistles of Ignatius, quotes several authors who 
particularly mention, that the Bishop, of Alexan* 
dria was always ordained, not by Presbyters but 
by a Bishop. Simeon Metaphrastes says of St. 
Mark, that he ordained as his successor, Anianus, 



* Dr* JUvingat^n in his JkKtnoHory Sifrtnmt., 
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Bishop of Alexandria, and gave to otber Churclief 
Bishops, Presbyters, and Deacons.^ .)'.>.. j .'- «>«. 
itivelj asserts, that imparity existed In the (.'hurch 
of Alexandria from its foundation. St. Cyprian, 
one of the most celebrated men of his age, who 
lived aboat the year 250, and was actaally Bish- 
op of Carthage, furnishes us in his writings with 
abundant evidence that Episcopacy was univer- 
sal In his day. 

Again-^PoIycarp was unquestionably Bishop of 
Smyrna,and according to the most authentic records, 
was ordained by St. Paul. Tertullian, who lived 
In the third century, in his writings, gives us a 
full account of the Bishops of his day. 

About seventy years from the Apostolic age 
flourished Ireneus, who was Bishop of Lyons. — 
*^ We," says he, "can reckon up those, whom the 
Apostles ordained Bishops in the several Church- 
es, and who they were that succeeded them down 
to our times." 

I might Gentlemen, increase the catalogue of 
Bishops, who lived prior to the time at which the 
first rise of Popery has been fixed — I might show 
you from their own writings, that they possessed 
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the peculiar power of Bishops above Preslijten^ 
But this is certainly unoecessaiy. These* Geo- 
tlemeo, are not matters oT ^^mitaii— they are fadM^ 
and cannot be mistaken. They are facts which 
we find again and again recorded by authentic 
historians, with names and places and dates ac-^ 
curately put down. 

Thus the earliest period even suggested for the 
rise of Popery being the year 325, and tbera 
having been at that time and for a succession e( 
years before, Bishop^ in the Churches, and Epis^ 
copal government in the peculiar sensje, having 
before that time existed — ^Episcopacy can nei 
more be said to be a Popish error ^ than the Bible 
can be said to be a Popish book. The Papal 
Church use both ; but originated neither; and un- 
less that use can change a divine institution, into 
an invention of man, then we derive not our 
Church government from the Church of Rome. 

The fact is gentlemen, that the Church was 
from the Apostolic age Episcopal. At a certain 
period, the Church of Rome became corrupt, and 
was inveloped in a cloud of error. At the glo- 
rlous Reformation the Protestants, with great pru- 
dence as well as zeal, reformed themselves, and 
came out from these errors. But not one of these 
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Beforinen at this time contended tliat Episcopai 
regimen was an error oi that Church from which 
they departed. They threfore did not renounce 
it. The Episcopal Church thus having thrown 
off the errors of Rome, claims, and she can sup- 
port her claim, to be a true Apostolic Church, 
cleared from those errors which afflicted her, 
when in communion with the Romans. If Epis* 
copacy were an usurpation — if the power of the 
Bishop, like that of the Pope, were antichristian 
|ind unscriptural, would not the illustrious Re- 
formers have denounced Episcopacy with as much 
^eal as they did Popery ? To suppose that they 
would not is at once to impeach their understands 
ings and their sincerity. 

Upon the whole, gentlemen, to me it is as clear 
as the sun in the firmament, that the accusation 
is unfounded and cannot be supported with even 
the semblance of argument 

Chairman. With the advice of the Jurors I 
proceed to the examination of the next and last 
charge, viz. " That Dioceasan EpiscqMcy is not 
to be supported by Scripture or history^ but puts it 
in the power of man to lord U over Ike heritage of 
God:* 

Preshfler ^eeundus. In the consMtot^tSfiA^ ^^ 
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ititutes no more than one order of Gospel mini*^ 
ters. It embraces the highest and lowest ecele- 
siasticai power, in one office and in one person, 
and it is impossible to divide it into three, as our 
Episcopal Brethren would have it. Until then 
the friends of three orders in the Christian min- 
istry, produce from Scripture, some other commis- 
sion than this ; or find seme explicit warrant for a 
threefold dmsion of the power which this one com- 
Qijssion conveys, we are compelled to conclude, 
that our Lord contemplated but one standing o^ 
der of Gospel ministers in his Church. 

The second authority which I shall give k 
found in Acts xx. 1 7. 28. *' And from Miiebts he 
sent to Ephesus and called the Elders ofUu Churdh. 
And when they were come tmio Am, he said unto 
them, take heed unto yaurselvesy and to all ihefioA 
ever which the Holy Ghost hath made you ever^eers^ 
to feed the church of Qod^ which he has purchased 
with his own bloodJ* These overseers were in- 
disputably Scripture Bishops. And from this 
sentence it is observable that there were a num- 
ber of these overseers or Bishops, who governed 
the Church in the city of Ephesus, as co-ordinate 
irulers, or in common council. This is wholly ir- 
;^coxiciJable with the principles of modern Epi|* 
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cop^Cy ; but perfectly coincides ^ith the Presby-' 
terian doctrine that Scriptural Bishops are thii 
pastors of single congregations. 

The next passage to our purpose is the addresi 
of the Apostle Paul to the Philippians. '' Paul 
and Timotheus, the Servants of Jesus Christ, td 
all the saints in Christ Jesus which are at Philippi, 
ivith the Bishops and Deacons." Here, as in the 
authority above cited, we find the inspire wri^ 
ter speaking of a number of Bishops in a single 
eity— «i fact totally inconsistent with Prelacy^ 

The third passage to be adduced is Titus 1, and 
is as follows^-^^' For this cause left I thee in Crete, 
that thou shouldst set in order the things that ar^ 
wanting, and ordain Elders [ Presby tere} in every 
city, as I had appointed thee/' 

This passage prov^, beyond controverty, that,- 
in Apostolic times, itwas customary to have a plu- 
rality of these Bishops in a single city. We' 
have before seen that there were a number of 
Bishops, in the city of Ephesus, and a numbep 
more in the city of Philippi f but in the passage' 
before us we find Titus directed to o)rdain a plural-' 
ity of them in every city. This perfectly agrees^ 
with the Presbyterian doetriney that scriptural 
Bishcpa were the Pastors of single coii]g|re^iii!Ott^ 
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«r PresbyteiB) invested, either 8epaitlel7 or^int* 
]y, as the case might be, with pastoral ehargeas ; 
but it is impossible to reconcile it with the moden 
notions of Dioceasan Episcopacy. 

There is another passage equally eoneliinire In 
support of this argument It is that which is 
found in 1 Peter, ▼.1.2. '^ The Eldets wldeh aiv 
among you, I exhort, who am also an Elder, and a 
witness of the sufferings of Christ, and also a pa^ 
taker of the glory that shall be revealed, tlui 
theflodciif God tMck is among you^ UUmg At 
over^ght thereof ^ (that is, exercising the dfice, or 
performing the duties of Bishops over tlieni)iMl hf 
constraint but willingly ^ not for filthy btcrty hut of a 
ready mind,^* 

The construction of this passage is ohvloos. It 
expressly represents Presbyters as Bishops of the 
flocks and solemnly exhorts them to exercise the 
power, and perform the duties of this office. 

Thus full and conclusive gentlemen, is the eV' 
idence, drawn from divine authority, thatOiupd 
Bishops viete Pastors of single eongr^tions; that 
Presbyters and Bishops possessed the same com- 
missions, were endowed with the same qualifica- 
tions, and were assigned to the same sphere of duty. 
The Presbyters in Apostolic times, were empow*- 
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efed to preach t/te word; they possessed the powei' 
of government, or of ruling the Church, and of or- 
daining. The latter of these our Episcopal Breth- 
ren expressly deny* 1 shall therefore adduce cer->^ 
tain facts recorded in the Bible, which indisputa- 
bly prove that Presbyters did ordain ia the Apos^ 
folic times, and shall with these close my argu- 
ment. 

The first instance that I shall mention, is that 
of Timothy, which is spoken of by the Apostle 8t« 
Paul, in the following terms. 1 Tim. iv. 14. 
^ Neglect not thegifttluU is in thee^ ruhich wasgiv^ 
enQuehyprophecy^witk thekyingon ofthehands 
of the Preshflay** All agree that th^ Apostle 
is here speaking of Timothy's ordination ; and 
this ordination is expressly said to have been per- 
formed with ilLelayingon of Ou hands cfthePres* 
hyUry — that is, of the Elders or a council of Pres- 
byters. Than this more conclusive evidence can- 
not be asked to prove the position, that Presbytery 
did ordain in the Apostolic age. 

Take another instance of the like nature. It 
is that of Paul and Barnabas, who, after having 
been regularly «et apart to the work of the minis- 
try themselves, proceeded (hro^ the cities of Lystra^ 
Icmium^ &c. And when they had ordmnifid than 
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BUers in every Churtk^ andhadfrOjfednUk fasting^ 
ihetf commended ihem to AeLordf onnihomiheyhad 
'heUeved. Barnabas was a mere Presbyter^ was 
iQ no sense an Apostle, and had no pre^^eaiinence 
which belonged to the Apostolic character ; still 
we here find him ordaining Elders in everjr 
Church* 

Unless, gentlemen, t deceive myself, I hmrb 
now established my position, that there is no 
officer, superior to Presbyters, spoken of in ihib 
Scriptures, and that the Christian Church was or- 
ganized by the Apostles, under the Presbyterian 
form. This position, thus established, decides tht 
question. Such a concurrence of Scripture facts, 
as has been adduced, is at once remarkable and con^ 
elusive as to the simple fact, that the Presby teriaii 
regimen was adopted in the Apostolic age* I can^ 
not see how any one can peruse the New-Testa* 
meat, with an impartial mind, without perceiving 
that the Predby terian form of Church government 
is there distinctly portrayed. 

With thede observations, gentlemen, I submit 
the subject. 

Doct Bishop. Gentlemen, 1 hope we shall not 
be so unfortunate as to exhaust the patience of 
this assembly, before we consummate the business 
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before 118. Touhave doubtless observed, that I 
have made it my business, not so mucb to esiab* 
Ibh tbe claims of Episcopalians, as to vindicate 
the Church against the charges brought against 
her, by rebutting the arguments of her assail- 
ants. It must be evident to every one that I 
entered this controversy, not of choice but of ne- 
cessity. It imposes upon me an unexpected 
t^k, but a task which every sense of duty 
impels me to perform. It is my present design to 
examine the arguments which the Rev. Gentle^ 
man has offered you in support of Presbyterian 
parity. This is the only thing I shall attempt 
at present But before the final decision is made 
upon this subject I shall beg your indulgence, 
while I state the authorities which in my estima* 
tion, support the claims of Episcopacy, and which 
I trust will finally clear the Protestant Episcopal 
Church from the serious charges which the gentle- 
men are endeavouring to support against her. 

I haye no possible objection to the mode which 
the gentleman who has spoken in support of thit 
charge, has chosen for settling the matter in con- 
troversy. Institutions QfCfod, should be defend- 
ed by the word of God. The Bible is the first and 
best rule, by which to sett{^ this iqiportant poin^ 
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I am highly pleaBed to hear him appeal to th« 
tribunal of JeBtui Christ and his Apostles ; and I 
am equally pleased to observe, the gentleman^s 
accurate acquaintance with his subject, and his 
great ingenuity in bringing forward, in the most * 
advantageous manner, all the arguments to be 
deduced from the Bible. The thorough knowl- 
edge he has evinced of the institutions of Christ 
and the acts of his Apostles — the skill he display- 
ed in the arrangement of his arguments, and the 
ability with which he enforced them, furnish stri- 
king marks of a superior mind. I can only regret 
that such talents are not employed in a bettercause. 
His first argument is drawn from the commis- 
sion of our Saviour to his eleven Apostles. On 
this commission the gentleman observes, that there 
is but cne order of ministers recognized — that to 
that order was committed the whole ministerial 
authority in Christ's Kingdom — that it possessetl 
the highest and lowest ecclesiastical power— and 
that until the friends of three orders in the 
Christian ministry, produce from Scripture some 
fAher commission, or find some explicit warrant 
for a threefold division of the powers which this 
commission conveys, the cause of Episcopacy is 
desperate. I know not that any Episcopalian ob- 
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jecto to the first part of this explanation— vU^ 
that all 'ministerial power b derived from the com- 
mission of Christ, and that the power which thc^ 
Apostles received, embraced every possible grade 
in the minbtry ; but the consequence which thn 
gentleman ^raws from this, no Episcopalian feels 
himselfunder any obligation to subscribe to. II 
appears to me that the learned gentleman, in thb 
case, has used a little sophbtry. 

The particular Apostolic regimen of the Chris- 
tian priesthood, was not yet precisely settled in the 
Church wl^en our Saviour ascended; and the reason 
is evident. It was l^ause HE was, while on earth, 
the visible, as well as spiritual head of his Churchy 
and surrendered not its government to the Apos* 
ties, ^ntil he departed* In thb state of bis king- 
dom, being about to ascend, Chrbt clothed hi« 
Apostles with plenary power to act aa his visible 
head-^to perfect the organization of his Church — 
to establish what b novr properly called the Apos- 
tolic regimen, to introduce such a regimen in the 
ministry as, no doubt, their diyine head had al- 
ready marked out to them. Thb they were to 
do, and this they did do, und^r divine influence, 
and Almighty contrcul. 

But says the gentleman, the whol^ \jq!?;«x^^^^ 

M2. 
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I Ntn li^Klily plnaMil to hear him appeal to the 
IrllMiiiiil nrJi'MimCliriBt ami his Apostles; and I 
mil ri)unlly plrascMl to obiervp, the gentleman's 
HriMirnlr NO(|iinhituiiCf) with his subject, and his 
Kii*Al liiK<*iiiilty III hrliif^inf; Tonvard, in the most*] 
NdvNiilaiKCHms iiiaiiuor« all the arguments to be 
ihMliHMHl Ihmi tht« Hihir. The thorough knowl- 
<Hlp' \}p Iws rvinctM of the instttutiens of Cfariil 
ami tlH'act«\irhU A|K^tle*— the skill hedisphsp- 
9s\ \\\ Ihfc arraiVjsvtiH^nt of his arguments^ and tki 
a'Mhv> >i^lth>Rhich he eiiRKt<«l them, farunh^ 
^uiji^ iiuri* \^ « siH^KM mittiL I can csdr if0it 
lh«; »;.vh \aUrii:s acv ikH eni^^fiKl ia a 

«.NV A «>nc ^^ x^ttr ^>Vltt eie^'si A?OKii£fi. fc 
:Xftv ^^«..vc "« -w H'V«ifimL'Ju*r iie xn:*** inmst 

>.'^>\ •>!■.%»« n\ui>«»r7 'vx'jw^ ??.'« >-^. -U*- 
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ministerial character was vested in the Apostles^ 
in one order. Hence he infers that tliese ApoB« 
ties could not, and did not establbh a divennty of 
grades in the Apostolic minbtry. Strange lo^ 
indeed. 

The power of establishingChnrch order is vest* 
ed in the Apostles equally ; therefore those Apost 
ties would establish no order in the Church but 
Presbyterian parity. 

Gentlemen, the Episcopalians contend, that the 
Apostles possessed the only minuterial power- 
that they alone transmitted it to their successors, 
and that the peculiar regimen of the Ghristiaii > 
priesthood, is to be learned from their history. 

I contend in the first place, that there has al- 
ways existed an imparity in the priesthood, under 
every dispensation — that this was the case amongst 
the Jews*--*that it was also the case in the days 
of our Saviour — that he then was the visible Head 
and Bishop of the Church — that under him were 
two orders, his Apostles, and seventy disciples— 
and that Christ, when about to ascend, did consti- 
stute his Apostles the^r^ order — and did empow- 
er them to transmit their Apostolic authority^ to 
successors^ and to conalitule Vwo o>^!k«t ^^^^t&^^^gk- 
sweriog to the economy ol V\i«i C\»k^\v, i» ^'3^ 
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ander the Jewish dispensation, as 'while he Idm- 
self was the visible Head and Bishop — And final- 
]y» thejr contend that the history of the Apostles 
indisputably proves, that they did appoint succes- 
sors to themselves, with full power to ordain oth* 
lers-^nd that they did also estabibh two other or- 
ders, viz. Presbyters and Deacons, answering to- 
the two lower Orders in the Jewish Priesthood^ 
and also to the grades of power, which the Apos- 
tles and the seventy held previous to that special 
commission, which the Apostles received from 
Christ, constituting them, on his ascension, the 
highest order in the ministry. 

This is the position gentlemen, which I as an 
Episcopalian take, and which does not subject 
me to prove any new commission, or a threefold 
division of that which Christ gave his Apostles* 
I have only to prove that the Apostles did insti- 
tute two other orders, and that they actually did, 
under the guidance of the Holy Ghost, establish 
an imparity in the ministry. This fact we pro- 
fess to be able to establish, and before the final de- 
cision of this question, I shall beg your indulgence 
while I state the proof on which we rely tosug- 
port it 80 that I cannot vyeTe\eNft >^'a\. ^^"^^J^- 
copal caose is iu the leaal «u3bwtw»ft^ ^^ ^ 
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commeiits which the Rev. Gentleman has made 
on the commission o( our hlessed Saviour to hia 
Apoeties. 

I now pass on to the other quotations which the 
gentleman has introduced as proof of ministerial 
parity. Of these he has produced four. The oh* 
ject which he proposes to gain in citing these pasn 
sages is, to prove from the community of naneSt 
thai there being at Ephesus, &c. a number of 
presbyters sonietimes called Bishops, that hence 
there was no i)n[>arity in the ministry in the A pes-, 
tolic age. It must rather be ascribed to the in- 
genuity of man than to the substantial nature of 
the cause he advocates, that be depends upon a 
plausible use of the community of names for sup-, 
port. It is confessed on all hands, that Bishop, 
Elder and Presbyter, are titles, sometiine? applied 
to the same officer* But this application of names 
proves nothing in reference to the porvers of the 
office. It was the peculiar powers with which 
the Apostles and their successors were clothed, 
which formed their distinctive character ; and so 
of the two other grades of officers in the Christian 
Priesthood. The first text which the Gentleman 
quotes is from Acts xx. 1 7, 28. And from MUelus^ 
he sent to Ephesus^ and called the Elders oj the, 
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'^htreh. And when they were ceme to him, hi said 
mto them, take heed unto yoursehes, and to all the 
looks over which the Holy Ghost hath made you 
werseers. 

On this passage the gentleman remarks, ^^ it is 
lence observable, that in the city of Ephesus 
here were a number of Bishops who governed the 
yhurch in that city, as coH)rdinate rulers, or in 
^mmoh council.'' Grant that they Tvo-e Bishops 
—that they were Congregational Bishops — In oth- 
;r words, that they had the pastoral charge of 
congregations. Before the gentleman gains his 
)oint, he must prove that there was no Bishop 
>ver these Bishops at Ephesus. This would be a 
ask more difficult than he will be disposed to at* 
empt. The fact is, there is not a text more un- 
>rtuDate for his purpose in the Bible. Who sent 
nd called these Elders from Ephesus ? It was 
he Apostle St. Paul, the founder, the head of this 
])hurch — their Bishop in the peculiar sense of the 
(rord. Else why has he the power to call these 
illders, or Bishops, if you please, from their own 
;ity, and why do they implicitly obey his call and 
neet him at Miletus ? 

The fact Is gentlemen as recorded in the Acts, 
hat Paul had already ordained Timothy toQp^- 



148 

18 mentioned, as possessiog the power of ordina' 
Hon in a district, which mast' have contained 
momy Presbyters, who alone was to set in crderthe 
tkmgs that were wanting^ he would certainly have 
chosen any other passage of Scripture, rather 
than this to support his position ; he would have 
seen that thb text is a direct and explicit proof of 
Dioceasan Episoopacy^.^ 

The other passage being of the same character 
with those 1 have already examined, I shall not 
trespass on your patience by adverting to it* 

The gentleman closes hisobservations by a ref' 

erence to two pasfiages, as proof of his affirmatioDi 

that Presbyters ardainedin the Apostolic age. The 

one of these being that of Tknothy, which 1 have 

already examined at some length, I shall not noil 

trespass on your time by a reca()itulat]on of whal 

I then said ; and his other authorities for Preside 

rian ordination, being those performed by Pan) 

and Barnabus, who were both ApcsUeSy heads^ and 

governors of the Church, neither shall I detail 

you with any remarks on them. I rose gentlemep 

for the single object of examaining the argUL^^nfa 

of the Rev. Gentleman, designed to snpportPresby 

terian regiimen ; and having, as I conceive, expof 

ed their impotency, I now sit down, to hear wb 
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iiirfher may be offered on this interesting ? 
ject. 

Presbytet Tertius. Gentlemen, I have ' 
indeed highly gratified with the gentht;^ 
speech. It displays his usual genius, ar:.^ 
stubborn persererance in the cause he advo. ; • 
but while it convinces me of his superior talr . : . • . -. 
et the same time the more confirms me inl.. * Ui 
iief^ that it requires more than the power cT .t; i 
to prove the divine right of DioceasanEp^ vjk 
icy. A cause which requires so much l:Kii 
to support it, must be a bad one. The !:.;■;. 
Rev. Gentleman, having earnestly endeuVD: r* 
to answer some of the arguments opposed U\ \v 
is content to pass over others, in hope (!;;-.t 
silence would be received as refutation. *' 
fact is gentlemen, that the scripture auHu.rli 
which have been produced, are too concltirive 
admit of ail answer. My Brother Presbyh;} . 
brought together, with much perspicuity y.w^ . 
cision, most of the Bible evidence, which ; ; 
a parity in the Christian Priesthood. h\r. 
ment not only carries complete convictlc- 
is also of such a nature as not to be desfrc- < .; 
even weakened, except by some express \\ ;. . ^ 
or precept from tie Scripturea tfaemaelYe;&. A/ 
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such evidence^ I am confident, the friendB o 
Prelacy will never be able to produce. 

The ehaige under consideration being tha 
alreadtfiopported by the highest authority, I shal 
detain you but for a few moments, while I cite t( 
yau a few authorities from those writers, who arc 
stiJed <" Barly Fathers." In doing this, I shall 
confiae myself exclusively to writers of the fini 
t^centuriea. Immediately after this period, bg 
many corruptions began to creep into the Church, 
80 Dauy of the Christian writers are known to 
bave been heterodox in their opinions, and indeed 
Papacy with all itv darkness and error began to 
rise so high, that the testimony of every subse- 
quent writer is to be received with suispicioB. 
And during this period, so little is to be found in 
any writings extant, upon the peculiar regimen of 
the Priesthood, that 1 should think it needless to 
cite the few authorities to be deduced from an ex- 
amination of these antient records, did not Epia* 
copalians pride themselves on this source ol 
proof; <lid they not seem to risk their cause upon 
it; and did they not proudly declare, that the unit- 
ed voice of antiquity was in their favour. I are 
nursuaded by a« examioation of the fact, that thi 
voice of Antiquity is, on this point, at best weak 
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and instead of proclaimiog the validity of Episco* 
pal doctrines, it speaks a lang;aage directly oppo^ 
site, and declares that in that day, there were 
neither Popes nor Dioceasan Bishops. For the 
correctness of this assertion) let us appeal to the 
authorities themselves. 

And first let us hear Clemens Romanus. He 
lived towards the close of the first century ; and 
doubtless conversed with several of the .Apostles. 
In consequence of a division in the Corinthian 
Church, he thus addresses them.— ^' It is a shame 
my beloved, yea, a very great shame, and un- 
worthy of your Christian profession, to hear, that 
the most firm and ancient Church of the Coriih 
thlans, should, by one or two fiersons, t>e led into 
a sedition against its PreshyUrs. Only let the 
flock of Christ be at peace with the Presbyten 
that are set over it. He that shall do this, shall 
get to himself a very great honour in the Lord. 
Do ye, therefore, who first laid the foundation of 
this sedition, submit yourselves to your Presby- 
ters, and be instructed into repentance, t>ending 
the knee of your hearts.'* 

Clemens, in this passage, evidently represents 
the Church at Corinth as subject not to an mdivid' 
ual, but to a company of persons, whom, ha oalta 
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such evidence* I am confident, the f 
Prelacy will never be able to produce. 

The charge under consideration be 
already supported by the highest anthorit 
detain you but for a few moments, while 
you a few authorities from those writers. 
stiled "^ Early Fathers." In doing thi 
confine myself exclusively to writers of 
two centuries. Immediately after this r 
many corruptions began to creep into the 
so many of the Christian writers are k 
have lieen heterodox in their opinions, an 
Popacy with all its darkness and error 
rise so high, that the testimony of eve 
quent writer is to be received with s 
Aim! during this period, so little is to be 
any writini^s extant, u|K>n the peculiar re 
the Priesthood, that 1 should thiuk it ne 
cite the few authorities to lie deduced frc 
amiuatioti of these antient records, did i 
conalinns pride themselves on this s 
proof; did tliey not seem to rbk their ca 
it ; i\m\ dill they not proudly declare, that 
ed voice of autiquity was iu their favoi 
pursuaded by an t-xamLua^||g^^the f 
voice of Antiquiiy is, p t^P 
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y ten orEfden ; and expostulates mth theim 

• r^se they had opposed and ill treated tbeu^ 

\vters, and cast them out of their charge. 

venerable Father, gives not the least kint of 

<;istinction, between the officers hi the 

h, either in this passage or In any other he 

s : lit. Had such a distinction existed, it is not 

range, but unaccountable, that he did not 

a it in this case, where tde interference ef 

.v^remc ofHcer in tl^ Church was so neees^a* 

. Tlie tact is Gentlemen, no such di$tinctioii 

* writer standing nei^t on the roll of antlfin- 
P jlycarp. In his epistle to the Church at 
!;>!, this venerable niartyr, like Clemenift 
3 only of two orders of Church officers ; viz. 
; lers and Deacons. He exhorts the Phk 
lUtis to obey these officers in the Lord. *^ It be% 
Id you," says he, *' to abstain from these 
v!;s, being subject to the Presbyters and Dea- 
,'' as to God and Christ. This writer no 
; mentions the word Bishop in bis whole epis* 
lior does he give the most distant hint to in- 
t«e that there were any individual or body of 
1 yeste^ with powers superior to Presbyters, 
^uatiua takes the nex^t place in the list ^ 



•.':•• 
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Apostolic writers. Thb Father, who is frequent: 
Ij quoted by E[)i8C0paliaii8 with triumph, to be 
sure speaks of Bishops ; but there is not a single 
passage in his writings, which favours the idea of 
DioceoLsan Bishops, or that his Bisliops were of a 
distinct and superior order. There is not a 
word mentioned of these Bishops possessing the 
power o^ ordaining or confirming — nothing which 
may lead as to suppose they were not Pastors ; 
and indeed nothing which can afford the least tri- 
umph to the friends of Prelacy. 

We next appeal to the testimony of Ireneus. 
This Father, who is said to have suffered martyr- 
dom about the year 202 after Christ, is an impor- 
tant and decisive witness, on the subject before 
us. The following passages are found in his 
writings. In his book against Heresies^ he says, 
*^ when we challenge them (the Heretics) to that 
Apostolical tradition, which is preserved in the 
Churches, through the successions of the Presbyters^ 
they oppose the tradition, pretending that they 
are wiser, not only than the Presbyters, but also 
than the Apostles.*' 

Ai^ain — In his epistle to Florinus, in speak- 
ing; of Polycarp, he says, " I am able to testify 

before God, that if that holy and ApostolioAl 

N2, 
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Prenbvter had beard aoy lach tbiog, he woold at 
once have exclaimed, as his roaQner was, ^ Good 
G<m1 ! into what times hast thou reserved me !** 
Several other like extracts ought be made from 
Ireneus. And I take it for granted, that no im- 
partial reader can cast hif eyes upon them, with* 
out perceiving how strongly and unequivo^allj 
they support the Presbyterian doctrine* of a pari^ 
in the ministry. This Father not only appliei 
the names Bishop and Presbyter to the same pe^ 
sons, but he does it in a way which precludes aD 
doubt, that he considers them as only diflTereot 
titles for the same office. He ex{)ressly iteclaret, 
that Presbyters received the succession of the 
EpiscqHUe. 

The testimony of Clemens Alexandrinus, who 
flourished at the close of the second century, h 
likewise in favor of our doctrine concerning 'he 
Christian ministry. The following extracts froD 
his writings, will enable you to judge, in what 
light he ought to be considered as a witness oa 
this sulyect. «* In the Church," he says, «' th^ 
Presbyters are intrusted with the dignified mlDis- 
try ; the deacons with the subordinate.'' 

Again — " This man is in reality a Presbyter, 
'tod a true Deacon of the purpose of God — not o^ 
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dained of men, nor because a Presbyter, theiefoFe 
esteemed a righteous man ; but because a right- 
eous man, therefoie now reckoned in the Presbyte- 
ry ; and though here upon earth, he hath not been 
honoured with the chief seat* yet he shall sit down^ 
among the four and twen|y thrones, judging the 
people, as John 0ays in the Revelations." Cle- 
ment was a Presbyter of the Church of Afexan*- 
dria. He speaks of himself as one of its tfover- 
nors, and claims the title of ^ Shepliprd or Pas- 
tor," after the image of the good Shepherd«-'a ti- 
tle which the greater part of Episcopal writers ac* 
knowledge to have been given, in the premitive 
Church, to the highest order of ministers. He 
represents the Presbyters as intrusted with the 
^kgrdfied minisfyy^ and the Deacons with the sulh 
ordinatej without suggesting any thing to indicate 
a more dign^ied order, 

r 

I have now Gentlemen, gone through the tes- 
timony of those Fathers, who lived and wrote 
within the first two centuries after Christ, the lim: 
its which I prescribed to myself at the beginning 
. of my address. I have not, to be sure, quoted every 
passage from those writers which speaks of the 
ministry and the then officers of the Church, but 
fiave endeavored to give an example or two from 
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eaeh, as favourable to the Episcopal caase as any 
other. And I now appeal to jour candour, gen- 
tlemen, whether there is a single passage, which 
proves that Christian Bishops^ within the first 
two centuries, were, in fact, an order of clergy 
distinct from and superior to, those Presbyters, 
who were authorized to preach and administer 
sacraments. 

Such then Gentlemen, is the result of the ap- 
peal to the early Fathers. They are so Car from 
giving even a semblance of support to the Epis- 
copal claim, that like the Scriptures, they eveiy 
where speak a language wholy inconsistent with 
it, and favourable only to the* doctrine of ministe- 
rial parity. What shall we say then, of those 
who triumphantly make contrary assertions ? I 
only say, that those who find themselves able to 
justify such assertions, must have been much more 
successful in discovering early authorities in aid 
of iheir cause, than the most diligent, learned and 
keen sighted of their predecessors. 

Upon the whole Gentlemen, I see not why this 
important charge is not sufficiently supported, and 
why a decision may not now be had. 

Chairtnan, Gentlemen, the consideration of 
these ch arges, having already occupied so much 
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time, and the one under our present examination, 
t>eing of supreme importance, it is proper that th« 
council should now adjourn until to-morrow 
poorning. 

On motion therefore, the assembly adjourned 
lill to-morrow 10 o'clock. 

FIfTH PJ¥. 

MET ACCORDING TO ADJOURNMENT. 

Chamnan, We have now met Oentteitaen, for 
the purpose of consummating the business before 
us, and making a final decision upon the question, 
whether Dioceasan Epkcepcu^ be ihetrue Ap§sioli^ 
ad regimen cfChrisi^s Church ? Those gentlemen 
who wish to continoe the discussion will now 
proceed. 

Presbyter QjMJOius, Gentlemen, I rise not for 
{he purpose of multiplying arguments upon thia 
yubject, but barely to express to this assembly, 
my full conviction of the propriety and truth of the 
charge now before this council. I have admired 
the temperate) and at the same time independent 
planner, in which my Brother Presbyters have 
inducted their arguments ; and I cannot forbear 
(€1 ?i;preB9 the satisfactions whi^h I b.vi^x^^ftvi'^^ 
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from the fair light ia which the gentlemen faa^ 
placed the subject. This was a mattef with whi( 
I confess myself but little acquainted, until no 
and on which I must acknowledge, I had be 
driven into some doubts, by the high claims ai 
lofty denunciations of some Episcopalians. I 
the gentlemen have so simplified the subject^ ai 
brought it within such a compass as to enable i 
ery mind to comprehend it. I presume therefo 
that thb council are prepared to decide as to t 
propriety of the charge, and to pronounce w 
one consent that Episcopacy is not only an ini 
vation of man, but that *^ it puts it in man's pov 
to lord it over the heritage of God." 

* 

Doctor Bishcp. Gentlemen, I must beg i 
lionour of your indulgence, while I ofifer some 
marks U[K>n the high charge now urged, with sc 
stubborn perseverance, against Episcopalians, 
doing this, I shall occupy as little time, as i 
nature of the subject, and -my accountability 
Him, who reigns in the Church triumphant, \ 
admit of. I shall not feel myself under any ol 
gations to take a formal view of the argume: 
•ffened by the two last gentlemen, inasmuch 
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nil their remarks are founded oq names^ and n6t 
on the peculiar character of the Priesthood ; ani 
as I shall have occasion, in the course of my ob- 
servations to refer to the same venerable Fathers. 
In this, it shall be m^ object to let them speak for 
themselves, and you. gentlemen, shall judge wheth- 
er their voice be strong or *' weak/ and for whose 
cause they plead. 

I now, gentlemen, pledge myself to prove by 
Scripture, and by Fathers who were cotempora* 
ries with those to whom the Rev. Gentleman has 
referred, the Apostolic instiUdxon of Episcopaa/\'-^ 
In other words, that the Apostolic ministry cod- 
eisted of three grades, Bishops, Priests and Dea- 



* The true stale of the case in reference to names^ h anques* 
tionablf t'as — During the life of the Apostles , d^erence to them 
forbid that their Miccesiors io office snouldbe called ApoatUa^ 
and hence they were called by the conmoo title of Bishop, Elder, 

• &c After the death of the Apostles, their successors to their 
ruilojlfict^ as Timolhj, Titus, Ac. were called Apostles; and in- 

- process AftiBie, this title was changed, and those who held the 
^jwsto2tccommt5$ion, assumed the title of Bishops, and the two 
lower orders retained the titles of Presbyter and Deacon. Thus 
laith an ancient Father, Thebdoret— ** The same persons.*' says 
he,** were anciently called Presbyters and Bishops, ana they 
whom we ROW call Bishops, were then called Apo«tles; but n 
process of time, the name of Apostles was appropriated to them 
who were Apostles in the strict sense ; and their successors drop< 
ped the name of Apostiie, and took that of Bishop — In this sense 
£pai)hroditus is called the Apostle of the Philippians— Titus was 
the Apostle of ^e Cretans, and Timothy of Asia. *' Reporter. 
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^hb — ^the fint possessing the sole power ofdrifclc^ 

ftOM. 

As a strong presnmptive argument ^t this wai 
the ease^ Episcopalians bring into view the r^ 
men of the Jewish Priesthood. The Jewish 
Church was the visible Church of 60^9 was ae* 
knowled je«l as such by our blessed Saviour hifl» 
self — Her Priesthood was ap[Kiinted by Heat» 
en. In it, through their vihole history, we find 
three orders, High Priest, Priest, and Levite, each 
possessing different powers, the two latter snb* 
ordinate to the former. This order of the priest- 
hood, among the Jews^ was protected by the ami 
of God, and when invaded, the invaders wers 
punished. 

This being the undisputed fact under one dis- 
pensation of the Church of God, Epliicopalians 
think that until there is found an express fHamd 
far a change^ (and they think they have a light ts 
demand of non-Episcopalians that warrsmt) the 
known regimen of the ministry in Christ's Church 
in this one age, is an argument by which to dete^ 
>% ne her true order in this subsequent i^e,and 
subsequent dispensation. 

The next presumptive argument they derife 
ff4m the visible order of the priesthood, darim 
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the ministry of oar Saviour. After his baptiBiti 
Christ acted as the visible^ as well as spiritual 
Hig:h Priest of his Church on earths- All visible 
authority was derived from him«-He was not only 
the head of Christians as their Redeemer and Saxh 
iour^ but as their visible Bishop. Under himself, he 
constituted his twelve Apostles and seventy disci- 
'ples,the Apostles holding a grade between himself 
and the seventy. Here we contend is a sample of 
imparity in the ministry, perfectly according with 
that which God established among the Jews, and 
proving indisputably that Christ did not change 
the order of the Jewish Priesthood, but sanction- 
ed it, thereby instructing us that the same regi- 
men should continue in subsequent ages. This 
fact Episcopalians offer as an insurmountable evi- 
dence to prove the correctness of the Episcopal 
form of Church government. 

We now come to the commencement of the Apos- 
tolic age. Let us examine the commission of our 
Saviour to his Apostles. Being about to ascend, 
and by his ascension to take away from bis visible 
kingdom, its vbible head, Christ imparts to his 
A^iostles, his supreme visible authority — As hia 
Father had sent Mnif so he sent them, to disciple 
all nations. This commimoiv ^ ws: %*^^RiBt^ * 
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ed, at Christ's ascension, we find but thi 
j^rade of officers in the Apostoli« Church 
this grade is the highest ; is clothed with ] 
competent to fill up the other grades as nee 
required, and to complete an Apostolic mii 
answering in all its parts to that appoint 
Heaven among the Jews, and that found i 
practice of Christ. I shall now proceed to | 
that the Apostles diddo this, and that in the: 
tory, the £f)iseopal form of government is pi 
set forth and taught. 

In discussing any subject, it is essential i 
discovery of truth, and to bringing the discu 



168 

sees the sole power of ordination, with the right of 
exercising sitpreme authority over the congrega^ 
iians and ministers who may be subject to them. 

From this statement of the essentials of Epi8« 
copacy, the following conclusions will result. 1. 
That it is immaterial by what names these grades 
of the ministry are distinguished— -'< mere names 
are of little value.'' '* It is for the thing not the 
name, we contend."^ ' Desperate indeed must be 
the cause of the gentlemen, who have opposed 
me on this subject, when they predicate their 
Tvhole arguments on names which every one con- 
cedes, were applied to the same orders. Who 
Vfould think of infering that our Saviour was no 
more than an Apostle or Bishop, because these 
names are applied to him ?t Or, who would think 
that the Consuls of the present day, are the same 
with those of the Roman Republic, because they 
are distinguished by the same names ? 

2. Nor do Episcopalians contend that in an 
eaEfenstoe and unqualified sense, there is any form 
of Church government of ^vine right. When 
applied to the order b efihendnistry, they contend 
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iiis ; but when the term goverament, is applied 
to ttip particular tnanner in which the powers of the 
office are exercised they contend that it is not di- 
vine. In other words, that the particular govern/- 
ment of the Church is not to be identified with the 
ministry. This principle was contended for by 
the celebrated Hooker and others— ^oi-i- iaoo* 
palians, seidng thb circumstance, have endet- 
voured to make much of it in support of tbeii 
cause. But the onlj point for which we contend, 
te that Bvihops^ Prients and Deacons^ with their 
appropriate powers, are of divine ApostaUcal inA 
tution. 

I now proceed to establish tMs position bj 
Scripture authority. I have already observed that 
under the Jewish dispensation, we find three o^ 
ders in the ministry, under the titles <^High Prua, 
Priest and Levite ; that when Christ appeared t* 
establish the Gospel dispensation, there were 
subordinate to Him, the High Priest of our pro- 
fession, the Apostlesy* and the seventy. It is m|r 
intention now to prove, that after the ascensboof 
Christ, we find the mimstry constituted un* 
der the three grades o^ Apostles^ Elders w FrtAy* 
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iers^ sometimes called Bishops and Deacons ; and 
that these grades have been maintained in the 
Christian Church to the present day. There can 
be no question but that on the ascension of oar 
Saviour, the Apostles possessed the powers of the 
ministiy, and the sole power of transmitting the 
ministerial authority. To deny this, would be to 
deny that Christ left any visible authority in his 
Church. To prove that the Apostles did exercise 
this authority, and appoint successors of equal 
authority with themselves, as well as constitute two 
other grades in the ministry, viz. Elders or PreS' 
htfUrs and Deacons, I shall invite your attention 
io a view of the two churches, the one at Crete 
and the one at Ephesus, In Titus 1 . 5. it is said, 
by the Apostle, *^ for this cause left I thee in 
Crete, that thou shouldst ordain Elders in every 
city." Let us notice the circumstances that attend- 
ed this transaction, and see what inferences we 
ban di;aw from it. 

St Pac^l had planted the Gospel in the island 
of Crete. He had made proselytes in every city, 
who stood in need of the ministrations of Presby- 
ters. He speaks not to Titus, as if he had left 
him in Crete, to convert the cities to the. faith. 
Be speaks a« if this work wasalreadyvaccom^^lish- 

0%. 
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ed ; as if the ymij was paved for the esta' 
of the Church. These be\o% the circi 
of the case, it appears to me that this ti 
carries on its face, a proof of superior! 
part of Titus, to the Presbyters or Eldc 
it be imagined, much less affirmed by ai 
able man, that St Paul had converted 
cities on this island, without having ordi 
Elders amongst them ; when it was 
form and invariable practice to onlain 
every country in which he made pros 
What ! would he neglect to ordain thos< 
them, who were absolutely necessary t 
the affairs of the Church during his 
Would he have left the work he had b 
performed ? Influenced by the Holy Gh 
he have left those numerous proselyte 
made, without an msbructar and pastot 
posed them to the errors from which i 
deemed them ? It is incredible. 

These considerations are sufficient to 
every unprejudiced mind, that there we 
or Presbyters in the Church of Crete, a 
St. Paul left Titus on that Island. Ai 
were Presbyters, and those Presbyters ha 
£rofordiaation9 why was it necessary to 
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tiis amongst them, in order to perform a task that 
night as well have been accomplished without 
lim ? If the Presbyters possessed an authority 
^uai to that of Titus, would not St. Paul, by 
eaving him amongst them, have taken the surest 
ivay to interrupt the peace of the Church^-^o 
BDgender jealousy, strifes and contentions ? 

Again — Let us view thb transaction in anoth- 
^ point of light. St Paul had made converts, as 
I have said, in every city of Crete. Titus had 
attended him on his last visit to that Island* 
)f Presbyters were at this time considered as 
competent to the task of ordaining others, why did 
)ie not ordain one at any rate, during his stay 
fuaaongst them, and commission him, instead of 
detaining Titus, to ordain Elders in every city ? 
The efforts of Titus were as much wanted, as his 
own to carry the light of the Gospel to other na- 
tions, who had not received it. Why was it ne- 
cessary that Titus should ordain Elders in evert/ 
city ? After the ordination of a/etv, would not his 
exertions become useless, Uthey were able to com- 
plete the work which he had begun ? 

Gentlemen, the fact is, that Titus was placed 
over the Presbyters, and over all the Churches in 
all the cities of Crete. He was intrusted with all 
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the authority of a supreme ruler of the Churdu 
He was directed to ordain Presbyters — to rebuke 
vfiih all authority — to admonish Heretics, and in 
«ase of obstinacy to reject them from the com- 
munion of the Chprch. And these, gentlemen, 
are the peculiar prero^tlves of our Bishops— 
These circumstances infallibly designate the pres- 
ence of a Dioeeasan Bishop. Accordingly we 
find the united voice of antiquity, declares Titos 
to have been the first Bishop of Crete. Eusebfan 
informs us *^ that he received Episcopal authority 
over the Church of Crete." So also says Theo^ 
doret, St. Chrysostom, St. Jerome and St. Am- 
brose. If these considerations united, do not 
show that Titus possessed powers superior to those 
which were held by the Presbyters of those 
Churches, I know not what considerations woold< 
Here then gentlemen, we present you with two 
grades of the Christian ministry in the Apostolic 
age. 

But I have other evidence to offer you to the 
same purpose. The case of Timothy alone, had 
we no other evidence from Scripture, would when 
taken in connection with ancient writers, be per- 
fectly satisfactory to me. This alone demoih 
strates all we can desire. He was placed by St. 



Paul to soperintend the Church at Epheeus. This 
oase is even stronger than that of Titua at Crete. 
It cannot be denied that there had long been 
Presbyters in the Church of Ephesus. Listen 
then to the language which St Paul speaks in his 
epistle to him, and see if it is possible that he pof« 
Bessed no superiority over the Predtyters of that 
Church. '< I besought thee, says he to Timothy, 
to abide still at Ephesus, when I went into Mace- 
donia, that thou mightest charge some that they 
teach no other doctrine.^ Would Timothy have 
been commissioned to charge the Presbyters to 
teach no other doctrine, had he possesseil no su- 
periority over them ? Would they not have had 
a right to resist any attempts at a controul of this 
kind, as an encroachment on their privileges. 

Again— Timothy is directed to try and exam- 
ine the Deacons, whether they be blaiheless or 
pot. If they prove themselves worthy, he is to 
admit them into the office of a Deacon ; and upon 
a faithful discharge otltutt office, they are to be 
elevated to a higher station. ^^ Likewise" says 
he, ''must the Deacons be grave,not double tongued» 
not given to much wine» not greedy of filthy lucre, 
liolding the mystery of faith in a pure conscience.'' 
^' ]j4it these alsobefirst proved, and then let them 



M€ the office of a Deacon being found blameless." 
Here Gentlemen, we find the f/itre/ order in the 
ministry, the order of Deacons ; but we here find no 
mention made of the Presbyters of Ephesus, in the 
ordination of these Deacons. They are not associ- 
ated with Timothy at all in the work. Does not 
this indicate, does it not demonstrate a su- 
periority of power on the part of Timothy. 
Timothy is also exhorted to lay *^ hands suddenly 
on no man.^ There is no such thing as a recog- 
nition even oftheco-op^otton of Presbyters with 
him. He seems to be the supreme and only agent 
in the transaction of these affairs. 

I appeal gentlemen, to the common sense of 
mankind, whether if the Presbyters of Ephesus had 
possessed any authority equal to that of Tim- 
othy ; whether if they had, like him, possessed the 
powerof ordination, St. Paul would not have recog- 
nized their agency in connection with his ? 
Would it not have been treating them with im- 
proper neglect not to mention them ? But gen- 
tlemen, what consummates our evidence on this 
point, and places the subject beyond all doubt, 
Ss the charge which St. Paul gives to Timothy, 
in relHtion to the penal discipline he was to ex- 
ercise over his Presbyters. Timothy, is required 
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to *' receive an accusatioa against an Elder or 
Presbyter, only before two or three witnesses." 
"Then (that is, those among the Presbyters) 
that sin, rebuke before all, that others also may 
fear.*' Can any one imagine that Timothy would 
have been commissioned to listen to aceusaiions 
made against Preshyters, and openly to rebuke 
them, had not his authority transcend*^ theirs ? 
l)oesnot this single circumstance establish thei 
point of his superiority and present iiim to us in 
every sense, a Dioceasau Bishop ? " The man 
says,'^ a learned and ingenious writer of our coun- 
try, who shall no^ find a Bishop in Ephesus, will 
be puzzled to find one in England."^ I cannot 
conceive of a case that would be more clear and! 
tinequivocal, that would speak more leudily to the 
common sense of inankind, than the case of Tim- 
othy in Ephesus. He is obviously entrusted with 
Apostolic authority. Every thing which the 
Apostle could do in his own person, he com- 
missions Timothy to perform in his absence. All 
that we ever find the Apostles did do, except Mi- 
raculous works, we find Tiiyothy commanded to 
do. He is to adjust the affairs (fihe Church — he 
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h to prove and examine Deacons — ^he akme is to 
crdain them — he alone is recognized in the peiw 
formance of the task of ordaining Elders or Pres* 
hylers — he possesses perfed controul oter these 
Presbyters. If they are guilty of any oSence oc 
misdemeanors, he is to inflict pumshmeni upon 
them. Indeed I cannot conceive of a case more 
satisfactory in proof of the Apostolical original, of 
the Episcopal form of Church government. Had 
Timothy been of the same order with the Prer« 
byters of Ephesus, can it be imagined that the 
Apostle would, by elevating him to such high 
privileges amongst them, have endangered the 
peace of the Church, have taken a step so well 
calculated to excite discontent and dissatis- 
faction amongst the remaining Presbyters ot 
Elders ? This cannot be imagined. Timothy 
was undeniably then intrusted with Episcopal au- 
thority in the Church of Ephesus ; he was the 
Bishop of that place, which had congregations 
and Presbyters in every city. He had the care 
and controul of a district of the Church, a Dio< 
cese. So F.usebius tells us. *^ He was the first 
Bishop of the Province or Diocease of Ephesus,^ 
says he. 

Will it be said, that the office which Timotliy 
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held, expired iivith him ? That it did futf, it ev> 
dent from the very nature of the office ; for there 
iff the same need of an officer now in the Churchy 
who can ordain, as there was in the days of Tim^ 
othy ; and aecordingly We find, from the testi* 
mony of antiquity, that he had his successors. 
Will any one object and say, perhaps Timothy 
aind Titus were not settled officers but Uinerant 
Bishops^^ihhi they sustahie<! no fixed and perma- 
nent relation to the Churches of Ephesus or 
Crete ? I answer that were this even strictly true, 
still it would not imfmir our argument. Whatever 
time Timothy staid at Ephesus, he ordained £1^ 
dern and regulated all the affkirs of the Church. 
This provecr his superiority. Now if it was neces- 
sary to send such an officer to Ephesus 9A Timrihif^ 
to ordain Elders where there were Elders before, 
it must have been equally necessary when he 
left it, that an officer of his rank, should take his 
place for the same purpose. Accordingly we find 
kom the ancients, that this was really the case. 

I. From a fragment of a treatise by Polycrates 
Bishop of Ephesus, towards the close of the second 
century. " Timothy,'* says he, " was ordained 
Bishop of Ephesus by the great Paul.^ 
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2. It afipears from Eusebjus^ who sftys,*' if is 
YfiCOT'led in history;, that Timothy was the first 
Bishop of BphefSiis." 

■ • > 

3. From the commentaiy under the name of 
Ambrose ? He says, '* being now ordained a 
Bishop, Timothy was instructed by the epistle of 
Paul, how to dispose and order the Chnrch of 
God:" 

4. Froni £piphanius,t who says, << the Apos 
tie, st)eaking to Timothy, being then a Bishop, 
advises him thiis, *' rebdke noit an Elder,** ^c. 

5. By lJeontius4 Bishop of Magnesia, one of 
the Fathers in the great council of Chalcedon, who 
declared, that '* from Timothy to their time, there 
had been twenty^six Bishops of the Church of 
Ephesus." Here gentlemen, is a succession of 
the office of Timothy kept up. The evidence 
upon this point, from the early writers, is so full, 
that Timothy was a permanent Bishop of the 
Church at Ephesus, and that he had successors, 
that there can be not the least doubt left upon 
atiy gentleman^s mind. I might still quote other 



• Rccles. Hist. lib. iii. cap. 4. 2 Prefat, in Epist. lid Tim. 
■j- Haer. 75. n. 5. 
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authorities but it is certainly needless. I ^hali 
therefore produce but one quotation more which 
shall be from Chrysostom. Saith he, *' it is mani- 
fest Timothy was intrusted with a whole natiop, 
viz. Asia."* 

Utiles?, therefore, gentlemen, it is aq immateri- 
al circumstance, that Timothy ruled the whole 
Church of Ephesus, both clergy and people, the 
Elders or Presbyters being subject to his spiritual 
jurisdiction ; uple^s it b<e an iinmat^nal circum- 
stance that Timothy exercised i\ke power of or- 
daining ministers, and thus of conveyjpg the sa- 
cerdotal authority, and unless it be an i^nmaterial 
circumstance also, that so n^apy veneraide an- 
cient writers declare the samf things, there can- 
not' be a question but that the Apostle St. Paul 
did transmit his Apostolic aatbority^to Timothy 
and Titus, that they did transmit it to others ; 
that there were Presbyters and Deacons at Ephe- 
sus, in the church uniler i\ke government of Timo- 
thy. Indeed there canqot be a question but th^t 
there was a complete Episcopal government at 
Ephesus io the Apostolic age, constituted by tbe 
Apostles, and consbting of Bishops, Priest^ ai^l 
Deacons. 



* Ifa^m. 15. in I Xhn. ebap. 4* 



§lod knows gentlemen, I wish not to mislead 
a single son of Adam. In the facts presented to 
yoa, there is no equivocating, there is no sophis- 
try. Too are as capable as myself of drawing 
inferences. I promised to prove the Episcopal 
regimen of Church government to be Apostolic. 
I might, 1 think safely rest my aigument here ; 
but 1 must still beg your indulgence for a fevr 
moments longer. 

Permit me then to introduce to your notice one 
•ther fact, recorded in the Scriptures, which goei 
directly to prove that the primitive government 
of the Christian Church, was Episcopal. It is to 
be found in the Book of Revelations. 

St.. John introduces our Lord, addressing seven 
epistles to the seven Angels of the seven Churches 
of Asia. The Epistles could not have been ad- 
dressed to the collective body of Christians in the 
Churches ; for they are designated by the seven 
€andle sticks^ which are distinguished from the 
seven stars, by which the Angels are denoted. 

The Angels were evidently single persons. 
They are uniformly addressed as such. And tbat 
those seven Angels were Bishops of the seven Di- 
oceasan Churches of Proconsular Asia, I think is 
indisputable, from the concurring testimony of the 



Fathers of that age, and the address Tirhich is made 
to the several Churches. At the time St Joha 
vrrote the ReveUuUms in the island oTPatmos, in 
the year 95, Ignatius was Bishop of Antioch. fle 
again and again tells us, what the Bishops of hb 
day were, that they were indeed Dioceasan in 
every sense of the word. ** The acts of the 
Church,^ ^ays Blonde], •' whether they were glo- 
rious or infamous, were imputed tQ their exarchs 
or chiei governors.^** 

The Angel of the Church of Pergamos is cele- 
brated for his personal virtues ; yet some neglect 
was imputed to him as a governor I have a few 
things against ^e (saith the (lord)^ Thou hast 
them who hold the dodb(;me of Balaam. So also 
thetn who hold the doctrine of the Nicolaitans. And 
he is severely threatened unless he repented ; 
which proves that he had authority to correct 
these disorders. The same may be said of the 
Jngel of Thyatira^ who is blamed for suffering 
V Jesebel, who called herself a prophetess, to teach 
and seduce the people.'* And the Jngel of Sar- 
dis is commanded to be watchful^ and to strengthen 
those who are ready to die; otherwise, our Lord 

^ BIoD. Apo\« Pref. p.. 6. quoted by Boneoagh. 
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threatens to come on him m a thief in the ntghtr 
Since then these Angels had full poi;ver of reform* 
ing abuses; since the neglect of reformation is 
entirely imputed to them ; and since there are- 
none joined in commission with them, whose votes 
were necessary to enable them to act ; it is evi- 
dent that they had the supreme power in theie 
respective Churches. If these Af^els had been 
no more than Presbyters, when our Lord blamed 
and threatened the Angel of the Church of 8ar- 
dis, he might have said '^ Lord, why blamest thoQ 
me ? I have no more authority in thy Church in 
this city, than other Presbyters. We do every 
thing as thou well knowest, by a plurality of votes, 
and those Presbyters, who wish a majority for 
the purpose of beginning the work of reformation, 
have npt been yet able to obtain it. 1 need not 
tell thee* that I am no more than the Moderator 
of the Presbytery, appointed to count their votes 
and keep order.* Upon what dictate then of rea-^ 
gon, upon what principle of justice, am 1 to be 
blamed for the defects and corriiptions in the 
Church? As di Moderator, I have no relation 
whatever to the Church ; my relation is entirely 
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to the Presbytery, and there I have but a casting 
vote. What then cao 1 do ' Wh> am I adcirew- 
ed in particular, and threatened with excision, 
laoless I repent ? For my persona) faults 1 humbly 
beg forgiveness, but 1 cannot possibly acknow- 
ledge my guilt as a gcvemar of this church, when 
I bear no such character." No gentlemen, we 
eannot suppose these Angels Presbyters, nor 
even presidents of Presbyteries, viithout involving 
ourselves in the most palpable difiSculties. But 
upon the Episcopal system all is right, 
ven Angels are so many indivi<luals ; the^^ 
blamed for certain corruptions in their respectivt^ 
churches, and their Presbyters and Deacons are ^ if 
not blamed in the least* The Angels^ therefore, 
must have bad power to correct these abuses, and 
must have had jurisdiction over these Presbyters 
and Deacons. They must have been in the 
complete sense of the word, Dioceasan Bishops* 

Here then, genthmen> we have another Scrip- 
ture fact, establishing our position, and proving 
that the charge now before you, is as unjust as it 
is cruel. After these luminous authorities-^au- 
thorities which prove beyond the power of con- 
tra, not ion, I hat the Apostles estahlished three or- 
ders in the Church, and that Diocec^an Efiscopcuy 
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^er^lut ud primUm ifistitutioD, XhhMnoi 
^ \^^ iieecfuvf at present to present ypa with anjr 
^ fM/gumats/rom fhe Bible ; but shall only de- 
^^^ ^ to bear a few authorities from the early Fa- 
*••" fkk I do, gentlemen, not because my 
"^V, 0/#wi8 in netsd of more light, but lo show 
nod this whole assembly, that I have not 
jyiii^ea» or mistated the facts to which I have 
jgl^red. And 1 am not displeased with the re- 
ftriction, which the Rev. Gentleman, who last 
t^fgi has made in reference to the Early Fathers. 
*1am willing to go to the two Brst centuries, and 
;Jfl proceed with my quotations to after ages, it 
will be rather to shew that every century was uni- 
form in (heir opinions and practice with respect 
to the Priesthood, than to establish the fact 
for which 1 contend. Now, gentlemen, those 
early writers, who lived in the Apostolic age anct 
the age immediately succeeding, knew all about 
the Christian Priesthood. It was a matter of 
fad which they saw with their eyes and 
heard with their ears. They could no more 
have been deceived respecting the Apostolic reg- 
imen of the Priesthood, than we can be deceiv- 
^ respecting the provisions of the; American 
Goostitution. If i^ ^^^^ understood the fact as 
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^ive do; if they spoke of Bishops, Priests and 
Deacons, in the same manner as we have seeft 
ihem set forth in the Churches of Crete, Ephesos 
and the Proconsular Asia, their testimony will b^ 
eo stronisly corroborative that it must produce 
conviction doufoly firm. Let us appeal to those 
primitive, those veneraale men. 

In the year 70 of our Lord, lived Clement; a 
glorious Martyr, whose praise is in the Gospel, and 
of whom particular mention is made, Phill. iv. 3* 
He speaks thus, in his first Epistle to the Corin- 
thians parag. 40. Oxf. Edition. *" To the High- 
Priest his proper office waiB appointed; the 
Priests had their proper order, and the Levitei 
their peculiar services, or Deaconships, and the 
Laymen what was proper for Laymen.'' In this 
instance, Clement is speaking of the distribution 
of offices in the Christian Church, and plainly 
sets forth Bishops, Priests and Deacons and to the 
office of Levites he gives its proper Christian 
title, " DeaconJ^ 

In the beginning of the 2d century St. Igna^ 
tins, a Martyr of Christ, was constituted, by the 
Apostles, Bishop of Antioch. In his Epistle to 
the Magnesians, he tells them, that they *' ought 
pfft (odespise theijr 3ish6p, but \o \^7 Ytak A 
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nanaeiOCieTeraiGe* aiseonBog tpfhe eo^nnmnft 

meat ef Qod, the Father?—^ and as i Inxm yooi 

boljr Pmbytert do^ Therebie, as Ohrist ^ 

BotMog witboot the Father^ so neltbar do ye, 

whether Presbyter, DeaiMMi, or . La^ ai^ CMag 

withputtkeflblMp.? /«lexbortyoatodoalltldii0i 

in the saOie mind .of Gbd,. the' Bishop prsiMhig 

in the plaee cC 6o4; wd the Fresbyt^n iiritlie 

Koom of. the College of the Apostles {^ and th^ 

Deacons, Qost beloved in me, ^i^bo are'lofirastid 

ijPriUi tile ndnlfttiy of Jems GhmtT D^thegssp 

tlemao ^nn this tategiiage weak ? What tbei 

wpu)d he account strong* and explicit? Tfali 

guotatipn plainly teaches as that this Father im 

derstood that Episcopacy was the reg^imenofhi 

day— >that it was isppgihted by Obtl^hat afte 

the ascension of Chrbt, tbe Apostles and thei 

soecesBors, the Bbhops, took the place of Ckm 

as to visiblepamerand tfilciy and th^t the Presbytee 

fjoo^^ the pl^ which the Apostles held in Ohrist^ 

day ; for saitk he^ *' Ae Bishop presiding m th 

pZoc^ of OodL", Now Gentlemen, Ignatius knei 

how this matter stood ; he knew the Apostoli 

practice — ^be was perfectly acquainted withth 

Apostolic institutions— he knew their history, an 

ma perfectly acqua^ed with the I^rlestboo( 
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He was no knave tbat he dhoiild Misrepresent, iiof 
iodefd had he any itiducement to misrepresent. 

Agsiin— <In his Epistle to the Church at Phila" 
delphia, be exhorts them '' to give heed to the 
Bishop, ,an(J to the Presby teiy, and to the Dea- 
Qons — -Without the Bishop do nethingi" In his 
S|ix Epistles, which he wrote on his way to martyr- 
dom, he fully and explicitly avows his belief of 
the derivation of the Episcopal order from the 
Apostles. In his Epistle to the Trallians^ he says, 
V whatjs the. Bishop, but he who hath all author- 
ity and power ? What is the Presbytery, but a 
sacred constitution of counsellors and assessors to 
the Bishop ? . What are the Dbacbns, but imita- 
tor^ of Christ;^ 

He mentions several of his botemporary Bish- 
ops, *' Onesimus, Bishop of the Ephesians. Poly- 
carp, of the Smy rnians, Polybius, of the Trallians, 
and Damas, of the Magnesians ; »nd he at the 
Bame time commends the Presbyters and Deacons, 
for their obedience to them. So in the beginning 
ofhis Epistle to the Magnesians — "having been 
so happy as to see you, by your worthy Bishop, 
Damas, and your worthy Presbyters, Bassus and 
Apolinus, and Zotion your Deacon, whom I can- 
not but commend for his obedience 1q hVii B\%V&»^ 
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■nd flie fm ^ fU M j? Here. then kaff 
tte Oentteaun^ om elMfiee— one of' tbe wtooki, 
eentitfy-- end If he enr mi» 9t Fie e bjleii iuf 
Hfliit 1 win glvie hlnifull ^^dh Ibr Mi nf^tdty* 

OentleineD, welMve eeen fbat flMPeCHer I 
espieie mentloaf oraDDndwr of BUioikfaiiMip^ 
enipaite oP tiie CtaMair ifoifd> andiripMMi bj 
onUbnaiy epeeksoftlieiBeediTiiidlf eedlelMl 
iBfer^tlMlalKNit tenyeam after fke deidi of 
Jehu* no Clniieliee wive without theik 

TIn» laiidb tbeny^re ave eiaiiied dii%gi^1^ 
tttttoy of %oatiili— tiiat inihi^ApOetoacr age )Uid 
tiiat immediately encoeediiig, Btilio|Mi Were «t' 
▼ereaily al t^ lieed of the ehorehei f that they 
derived their anthorily from the hanfde of tM^j 
Apoeflee, and by* virtue of that authority, th^ air] 
superior to all other eecletiastiiQal oOuDerl. 

About seventy years fronr the ApOalolle^igil^ 
flourished Ireneus, first PrefbgUr, aftemvaidar 
Bidujp of Lyons, In Fraoee. ^ We»^ eajrs M^j 
** can reckon op those, whom Uie Apostles o^ 
daiaed Bishops in the several <5hurehes, and whej 
they were that succeeded them down to our 
times.'^ He then adds, that as it would be endlesi 
to enumerate the suiccessi&n of Bishops ii 
rAffuches, he would instance in- thiit of RoOM^-b- 
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^liich. succession he brings down to EleutbeTing, 
who was the 12th from tlie Apostles, and filled the 
Episcopal chair when Ireneos wrote this treatise* 
I shall now, Gentlemen, present you with a few 
extracts from the Apostolical Canons which ar^ 
of very early date, and may with propriety be 
brought in at the age of which I am now speak- 
ing. 

• Canon 1. Let a Bishop be consecrated by two 
or three Bishops. 

Canon 2. ** Let a Presbyter and Deacon be 
ordained by one Bishop.^ Here the power of or- 
dination is lodged in one person, the Bishop, and 
not in the Presbytery. 

Canon 1 5. <* If any Presbyter or Deacon shall 
leave his own parish and go to another, without 
the Bishop's leave, he shall officiate no longer; 
especially, if he obey not the Bishop when he ex- 
horts him to return, persisting in his insolence 
and disorderly behaviour ; but he shall be reduc- 
ed to communicate only as a layman." 

Canon 32. " If any Presbyter despising his own 
Bishop, shall gather congregations apart, and 
erect another altar, his Bishop not being convict- 
ed of wickedness, or irrelig^on ; let him be depos- 
ed as an ambitious person : and Uke^Vie W;K 
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other clergy or laity, who shall join themsfilves t9 
him, shall be excommunicated.'' 

Take next the authority of Turtullian. In 
his treatise de Prescript G. 32. he challenges the 
Hereticks, *' to produce the original of their 
Churches^ to show the succession of their Bishops 
from the beginning, so as to make it appear that 
the first of their Bishops had an Apostle, or some 
Apostolic person for his author, or ordainer, gr 
predecessor. For thus Apostolic Churches pro- 
duce the registers or records of their extraction, as 
the Church of the Smyrnians, their Polycarp set- 
tled by St. John ; the Romans their Clemens, 
ordained by St. Peter, answerably to what other 
Churches do, who prove their Apostolic original, 
or that they are the posterity of the Apostles, by 
exhibiting them who were constituted their Bish- 
ops by the Apostles." 

The same author, in his book about Baptism 
against Quintilla, in answer to the question, who 
may baptise ? says, " The High-Priest, who is 
the Bishop, hath the power of giving baptism ; 
and after iiim, (or in subordination to him) Pres- 
byters, and Deacons ; but no! without the Bish^ 
op's authority." — 1 would appeal to you gentle- 
men; \Yhether there can be plainer or more expli* 
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clt authorify than this. The testimony of thb 
Father is as unanswerable as that of Ignatios. 
Here are the three officers designated, and their 
powers and stations plainly and explicitly at- 
"* signed ; all exactly comporting with the Scrip- 
T tare account, which we drew from the facts ad« 
duced from the acts and declarations of the Apos- 
tles. 

The next authority to which I appeal, is Ori- 
gen, the famous Catechist and Presbyter of the 
Church of Alexandria, who flourished about the 
year 330. He, in his explanation of the Lord's 
Prayer, upon the words, " forgive us our debts,'* 
mentions other debts — ^^ There is a debt to the 
Tvidow, another to the Deacon, another to the 
Presbyter, and then that to the Bishop, which 
our Saviour requires of the whole Church, and 
that he will punish them who neglect to pay if 
And in his commentary on St. Matthew, he is 
equally express — there is a necessity," says he, 
*< that we should depress the opinion of those who 
highly esteem themselves, because brought up 
under parents professing Christianity ; and espe- 
cially if they are exaltecl on account of their pa- 
" rents or progenitors, who had attained to that di^ 
^ llity in the Church, to sit on the BiBho\^'ivthtovA^ 
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•r io )ia?€ tha hosoiirof Freilijierf, or Deaeqm, 
to ndiniitor to God*i ptopliB.'^ These quotatloBi 
genflemBD* seed no .commeQt From them m 
wnedowntothe 9g^ oC OyprUiiy -who was the 
QiaitedMiratedmaBQf (he ttdrd cenimy.' . He ; 
flooridied about the yeac 210, at which tinehi 
waa Biahop of Carthage. 

It will a|»pear firom moDumenta of the thW 
eentn^sthftt then weva aeveral eonalietablflraeti ''^ 
of i^nthorityi lalatfaig to the fovenunant ^aad dit- 1 
Spline of thftohnreht, wbifih beloogod aele|jta.; 
^ Biahop ; for it win be abondantly ovideiitt'^ 
ihat he could, in theae eaiea, exerdae tUa flutlMh 
rity without the Goncnrrenceof any othv church 
goveraor— •He had for instance, the aole power oC 
wonfinrnOkn. For this we haire - St. Oyprian^ 
express testimony, in his Epistle to Jnbianui, 
where he says, ^it waa the custom to offer. soch 
as were baptised, to the Bishops, that .by their 
prayers, and the laying on o( their handh th^ 
might receive the Holy Ghost, and be consum- 
mated by the sign of our Lord." 

" So likewise, the Bishop had the sole power of 
OrdinatioD. In St. Cyprian's 38tb Epistle, it 
witl be seen that having while absent, ordained 
Aurelins, a Lector, he acquaints his Presbyten 
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Slid Deacons with it-—'' la all clerical ordina- 
tions, most dear Brethren, I used to consult you 
before hand, and examine the manners and merits 
of every one with common advice.*' But in this 
Instance, he proceeds to tell them, that he had 
departed from his ordinary rule. 

We have another remarkable instance in his 
4 1st Epistle where he says, that because of his 
absence from Carthage, he had given a deputation 
to Caldonius and Herculaneus, two Bishops, and 
to Rogatianus and Numidicus two of his Presbyt- 
ers, « to examine the ages, qualifications and 
merits of some in Carthage, that he, whose prov- 
ince it was, to promote men to ecclesiastical offi- 
ces, might be well informed about them, and pro- 
mote none but suoh as were meek, humble and 
worthy." Indeed, gentlemen, Cyprian is very 
explicit and very abundant in his testimony, that 
the Church, in his day was purely Dioceasan. It 
is impossible that he, or any of the earlier Fa- 
thers, whom I have quoted, could be deceived 
upon this subject, or could have misrepresented it. 
In short, I cannot see but we shall be driven to the 
dreadful necessity of denying the Scriptures, in 
denying that Episcopacy was the regimen of the 
Cl^rlstiao smd Apostolic Church. Men In soxn^ 
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infltances, in order to get rid of the testimony of 
these Fathers, have assailed them with ridicule, 
and boidljr denied their authority. But gentle- 
men should be careful how they resort to such 
means, inasmuch as it is by the testimony of these 
same Fathers, that the divinity of the Scriptures 
Is established* Should an infidel deny their au- 
thority, and laugh at their internal evidence, to 
^hat shall we appeal to support the divinity of 
that sacred volume ? Surely to the ancients^ whp. 
testify that they received it from Christ and his 
Apostles. 

I proceed Gentlemen, with my testimony, and 
eome down to Athanasius, the celebrated Bishop 
of Alexandria, who flourished in th« early part of 
the 4th century. In his first apology, he upbraids 
the Arians with their persecutions and in recount- 
ing what violences they were guilty of, he shows 
how they had forced away many Bishops, as 
Ammonius, Thamus and others, whom he there 
names ; so also Hierax and Dioseorus, who were 
only Presbyters, thus plainly distinguishing those 
offices. And page 765, of the same apology, he 
shows how his enemies, the Arians, not only re- 
ceived Arians into their communion, but also 
advanced tbem to higher offices in the Church ; 
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laufing some from Deacons to be Presby ten, ami 
others from Presbyters to be Bishops ;— by which 
lie clearly distinguishes the gradations of these 
officers also.* 

Jeronie, who likewise lived in the 4th centuvy, is 
also very explicit in his testimony respecting the 
validity of Episcopal regimen. In his Epistle to 
Nepot, he says, '' what Aaron and his sons were, 
that, we know the Bishops and the Presbyters 
are." If so, then, as Aaron, by divine right, was 
superior to his sons, the Priests, so the Bishops 
must be superior to the Presbyters. 

Having gentlemen, exhausted myself and I fear 
your patience also, I shall rest my ailments 
upon these authorities, without proceeding down to 
the later writers. Indeed this would be a task 
entirely useless, because there is no dispute, but 
that Episcopacy universally prevailed in the Chris- 
tian Church, as early as the 4th century. And 
even should any have the boldness todenythis^ 
every one the least acquainted with ecclesiasti- 
cal History, would perceive the fallacy of such 
denial. 

Gentlemen, I shall trespass on your kind indul- 



* BrokcsbyVHiit. of the Gov. of the Prim. Ch. r- ^^^' 
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geneeM a km nomeoti longm.^ I^wUlonlf 
add, that ifit weie poirible, after aU the iMBte an^ 
teaHiiwiqr 1 haveolfapd ia the p t o gr cwof tfcitdi»i' 
eonlon, for any dbobts to reniaiii, ai to Oe Jortiae 
of the eUdfitof the EpMOopal Ohoroh, to be Apaa* 

Mte«>d#iafldTeinl>«dDetrfm«>dlDrtitqtkw 
there IS one other bet, that moit remove thm 
doobta from ayery impr^fadioed mind. ^I alhqla 
to the aeeoont glyea i^ Dr. Baohanan,af li)a eoa? 
ditkm In whkh he fdaiid the'^yrlaq Chnvoh. . % 
this aeeooat, aMiinuiee ii anide doubly vipai that 
the reformers of that Church firpm whieli the Pie- "^j 
testant Episcopal Chureh in the iTnited Btateah 
descended, were not* mistaken when they asseif* 
ed, in the pre&ee to tlie office of ordination, tha^ 
from the Apostles* tiiAe there have lieeri three or* 
ders of ministers in Christ's Church, Bishops^ 
Priests and Deacons. 

Speaking of Dr. Buchanan^s narrative, that c^ 
lebrated work, the Christian Observer says, ^ It if 
impossible for one who is a member of the Pro* 
testant Episcopal Church, not to feel a pecultsr 
degree of gratification, in perusing the account oC 
the Syrian Christians. The similarity of our faith 
and mode of worship, of our ecclesiastical con- 
iStitutien, and even of our minuter rites and cere- 
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IQonies to those which prevail in" the Syriaa 
Church, is very remarkable, and affords one ad- 
ditional presumption, of the Apostollb origin 
which we have been disposed to attribute to 
them. We have in both Churches, the same 
gradations of rank. Bishop, Priest and Deacon.'^ 
Dr. Buchanan informs us, that the history of the 
Syrian Church is traced back to the Church of 
Aotioch, where disciples were first called Chris- 
• tians — That they have never had the least inter* 
course with Rome, and never heard of such a per- 
son as a Pope, until the 1 0th century—- Here then 
Gentlemen, are two Churches^ existing for six- 
teen centuries, in quarters of the world far remov- 
ed from each other^-^nay, even without the nations 
in which they were reapectiyely situated having 
any commerce together ; and yet both tracing 
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their history back to Christ, and his Apostle^--* 
both maintaining the same regimen of Church 
order, and both claiming to receive it by trans- 
mission from Christ. In short we here find the 
$ame church, existing for ages, in (juarters of the 
globe widely separated not only, but which have 
had no intercourse with each othe r. This, Gen- 

* ch. Qbi. 1811. p. Sir— Me. 



tlemen» is a fact to proved the divine origin of 
Episcopacy, which no sophistry can evade and 
which no one will have the hardihood to gainsay ."^ 
And now gentlemen, I ha^e to refer it to yoor 
learning and discriminating judgment, whether the 
fact is not as clear as the sun in the heavens, 
that the primitive regimen of the Christian Church 
was Episcopal. Indeed is it not a remarkable 
fact in the holy religion of our God and Saviour^ 
that such an identity of order in the Priesthood, 
has beeq oiaintained in the Churchy under every 
dispensation of Heaven ? This b a striking sam- 
ple of that beautiful, that divine harmony which 
pervades the works and word of God. Christ stiles 
his Church, his Body — his Kingdom — his Famiily 
— Jle purchased it with his blood — He appointed it 
as the 8clkN>l, in which immortal souls should be 
prepared ^ perform the high range of duty in 
Heaven. In it, he ordained a Priesthood, which 
should be instrumental io the salvation of his re- 
deemed. However we may admire then, it is no 

* It is not less singular tban true that this account of Dr. Bu- 
chanan has had sucli an efiect upon the minds of some gentle- 
men, opposed to the Episcopal faith, that in a late edition of 
Buchanan^s work, the editor has taken the liberty to leave 
out enti'-ely the aoove interesting account of the existence of 
JSpi'^e- >p \\ Regimen ^mon^ the Syrian Christi ani. Let the rea- 
der consult the sevei'al editions of Buchanan^s work, and he will 
be satisfied of the truth of this statement. 
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ibjectofwonderthathe has maintain^ by bit 
wn mighty arm, a limilarity of regimen in that 
riesthood, in every age, and that in his provi- 
ence, he has preserved even a record of the 
ames* of those men who have from time to time 
ucceeded in the highest order of his Church. 

'It u one of the moit corioiMinonunieDtt of antiqui^^that in the 
rovidence of Ood^ a catalogue of the names of the Hig^-HrieiU, 
-om Aaron to Christ, u preserved in the Scriptures, ami that an- 
ther of the Apostles and the Bi«hops, their succeHors, from 
/hrist to us. is easily traced in profane history. This circum- 
tancealooejhas such weight in proving the divine right of£- 
liscopal regimen, that the Reporter thiuKs proper to record the 

CATALOGUE A5 FOLLOWS : 
'evtsA Htgh-Friewtt^fiwrn Aaron to the dayt of Chritt. 

26 EUashil, 

27 Jehoida the 2d, 

28 Jonathan, 

29 Jaddus, 
aOOnias 1st, 

31 Simon the just, 

32 Elaser2d, 

33 Manasses, 

34 Oniaf 2d, 

35 Simoi. 2d, 

36 OnUftheSd, 

37 Jainon. 

38 Menelaus. a Simooiack, 

30 LyimachuB, 

40 Akimus, 
to 3886 of the w&rld, ani of 

Rome 596. 

41 Matathias, 

42 Judas MacabacM, 

43 Jonathas. 

44 Simon 3d, 
43 John, called Hircao, 

46 Aristobidus, 

47 /\lezanderJaiiiitof, 

48 Hyrcan, 

49 Ariitobiiliii^ 



1 Aaron, 

2 Eleazar, 

3 Phhieas, 

4 Abishua, 
^Bulcki, 

6 Vzzi, 

7 Zerahiab, 

8 Meraioth, 

9 Amariah, 

10 Ahitub, 

11 Zadok, 

12 Ahiniaaz, 

13 Azariah, 

14 Jobanan, 

15 Azariah, 

16 Amariah, 

17 Ahitub, 

18 Zadoc, 

19 ShHllura, 

20 Hilkiati, 

21 Az. liah, 

22 ?eraiab, 

23 Jelioradak, 

Jhirif^ the captitUy they tteref 

24 Joiuc, 
13 Joakmi, 
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For it is natural that lie ^shonld pro((ect that 
Priesthood, which is the very life blood of his 
visible hoAfy which he institoted for the high, the 
blessed purpose of admitting redeemed man to 
himself, and of being instramental in fitting im- 
mortal sonls for the high employ of worshipping 



50 Hyrean re-«itabluhed, 

51 Antigomu, 

52 Ananel, 

53 Aristobalui, 

54 Anaiiel re-cwtaUuhed, 

55 Jesu, son of Fhabee, 

56 Simon, 

57 Mattfaiaf, 

58 Joasar, 

59 Eloaxer3d, 

60 JesuB, son of Siai^ 

61 Ismael, 

62 Eleazar 4tb, 

63 Simon, 

64 Caiaphas, 

65 JonathaBandhis'brother 

Theophilos, 



66 Simon, sir Darned Gas* 

67 Matthiai 2d, 

68 Elionee, 

69 Simon Cautheraa ie*ci> 

established, 

70 Joseph, called Caba. 

71 Anamis, 

72 Ismael, 

73 Joseph, 

74 Ananus,8onof Ananof, 

75 Jesus, son of Damneui, 

76 Jesus son of Gamaliel, 

77 Matthiai 3d, 

78 Phanasus was Hi|[h Priest 
when Jerusalem was takes in (be 
year 61. 



A list of Bishops who succeeded each other from ibe 
Apostles down to the year 1817. 



A. D. 44 St. Peter and St. Paul, 
70 Linus, 
81 CletuB, 
93 Clemens, 
103 AnacletuR, 
112 Euarestus, 
121 Alexander, 
132 Sextus, 
142 Telesphorns, 
154 Hygenus, 
158 Piu8, 
167 Anicetus, 
175 Soter, 
170 Eleutherius, 
194 Victor, 
i'03 ZepheTiDUi, 



221 Calistus, 
227 Urbanus, 
233 PontianuB, 

238 Antherus, 

239 Fabianus, 

254 ComeliuB, 

255 Lucius, 
257 StcphanuB, 

260 Sixtus, 2nd. 

261 Dionvsius, 
273 Filix, 1st. 
275 En*vchianus, 
284 Cjyus, - 
297 Marcellinii^ 
304 Marcellus, 
209 Eusebius^ 



jmiDthereslnsorbis glory. It bMbwottf 
ippy lot to belong to bis Chiuch ; it is my gnst 
gnoar to be admitted into hi* Priesthood^High 
t the atstion, for a ereHture >o humble, eo unwor- 
gr— May the Great, the Gloriont Bead, grant, of 
lefalneu ofbitgrace, tohit TrholeChnrcb,both 



311 MIKUdei, 
3H Srlretler, 
33B Mmreui, 
337 JulUu, 



619 Malhue, 
624 Jurtui, 
634 HonoriDi, 



37$ Sirieidi, 
388 AmHuiaf, 
t02 iDDDcntnu, 



T3I FaLwinu 
•m flothelm 
T4D Cutkben 
ISO BrteniDi 
762 Lambert 



461 8. RilariD^ 
468 Simplicioi, 
4t3 Pelii, 3d. 
49Z S.GeWiu, 
JD7 AnnitariiM, 
4M Symmachui, 
Hi Hormuda, 
A24 Joannei, lit. 
52C Felix, 4tli, 
A30 BoDaTaciiii, 2nct. 
.V.a Joannes, 2nd. 

.■537 Sylve^iu^ 
.'.40 Viri^liui, 

'■M JoamesM- 

ATS Benidictut, 

ST9 PcIagluB, 

5M G^«fwiu>MagDU^ 

.iflli AngiiMiDuiMooBcbiH 



830 Ceotnotbuf, 
m Alheldredu', 
SSe PleiemoDdiii, 
I) 1 5 Ath*lniu=, 
934 Wolftlmui, 
934 Odo, 
9iS DiinBtan, 
98B Ethelcarur, 
990 Biriciui, 
9B3 Alfricus, 
1 006 ElfecDi, 

1013 LivIIlgu^ 

1020 AEelnathui, 
1038 Eadlintu, 
lOM Robertui, 
10S2 Stieaoda^ 
1070 Laafraiicai, 
1089 Anadm, 
1114 Rodolpkiu, 
im WiltiuCobail, 
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ministiy and people, to you, and to m all, fo 
Chri«f 8 sake. 

Presbyter Tertius. The Right Rev. Gentle 
man has no doubt exhausted the powers of hi 
body as well as mind, in the support of his subject 
and to my mind, with very ill success. I hopei 



1)38 Theobaldus, 

1162 Thomas Becket, 

1171 RichardusMonachus, 

1184 Baldwin 

1191 Reffinaid Fits-JoceUa 

1193 Hubert Walter, 

1206 Stephen LangtoD, 

1229 Richard Wettiershed, 

1234 Edmund, 

1244 Boniface, 

1272 Robert Kilwarby, 

1278 John Peckam, 

1294 Robert Wenchelsey, 

1313 Walter Reynolds, 

1327 ^imon Mepham, 

1333 John Stratford, 

1348 Thomas Bradwarden 

1349 Simon Jslippe, 

1366 Simon Langham, 

1367 William Whittlesey, 
1375 Simon Sudbury, 
1381 William Courtney, 
1396 Thomas Aiundel, 
1414 Henry Chicheley, 
1443 Joh4i Stafford, 
1452 John Hemp, 
14M Thomas Boui-chier, 



1486 John Morton, 
1502 Henry Dean, 
1504 William Warham, 
1533 Thomas Cranmer, fir 

Prrtestant Bishop, 
1555 Reginald Pool, 
1559 Mathew Parker, 
1575 Bdmund Grindal, 
1583 John Whitgift, 
1604 Richard Banoioft, 
1610 Geo. Abbot, 
1633 William Laud, 
1660 William Juxton, 
1662 James Sharp. 
Those who succtedt^ Bithi 
ISharp^ in the English Efi 
copaUTvere 

Gilbert flheltoo, 
W. Sancroflh, 
J. Tillotson, 
Thomas Tennissoo, 
Wm. Wake, 
J. Potter, 
Thomas Herring, 
IhomasSeckar, 
ComwaUis. 



John Moore living 1802, who with William Markbam ai 
other Bishops, consecrated Bishop White now liring in Pen 
tylvania, and Bishop Provost, late of New- York, wbotoeetfa 
with one other Bisho|[), consecrated, in the city of New-Yoi 
Bisht>P Hobart and Bishop Griswold, both now livine Tfa 
hath God, by his power preserved his church and his wo 
and with them his ministry. 

^ For the £rst part of this catalogue see Eusebiu^s history. 
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Page 10 line 2 for i$ read m. 

12 2 for dispute — « despise. 

25 17 for dispense— ' despise* 

43 17 for of — on. 

80 18 for time *— line. 

101 23 for Reza — Beza. 

123 11 for different— difficult 

1 83 fude for W. Mc'Loed-*-Mr. Mc'Loed. 

171 3 for then — them. 
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was not hii expectation to render his cause sue* 
eessful by the length of his speech. I presume 
' geDtlemen the bouse is prepared for a decision. 
Chaimmn, I am sorry to observe that there is 
still a contrariety of opinion in the council upon 
this important subject. I had thought, until the 
last gentleman spoke, that there could not be a 
dissenting voice. But since this contrariety of 
opinion does exbt, your Chairman and Jurors, in 
€pnsidf ration of the great importance of this sub- 
ject, and of the peculiar delicacy and responsibility 
of their situation, think proper to omit giving their 
ileciiion t|ll a future day. This determination has 
not arisen from any diversity of opinion, between 
the Chairman and Jurors — we are all of one mind. 
ARer mature deliberation, our decision shall be 
made public, with our reasons for it. 

Presbyter QMinius, Gentlemen, since this 
question is disposed of, I beg leave to present a 
•ingle charge against Episcopacy, which 1 pledge 
myself to sup[tort, and which 1 request the council 
may proceed to try, before they adjourn^ It is, 
fiiat Episcopacy at the time she reformed her sdf 
from the errors ofRomCy was adorned, with the ^- 
auliar doctrines of Grace, or t\u!JL ^^is^ s^^w 
fermed Calvinism^ md thai, sWaIwis "aw ^Ok^^*^ 



{^, andadopUd tht dnfondhepdess syOem rf Ar- 
numus. 

Ruling Elder, Gentlemen, I hope theassem- 
biy vrill gratify the gentleman by examhiing this 
charge. 

PrcslyUr Buftisiicus, Gentlemen, I have alio 
a chaige to prefer, which 1 hope will also be con- 
sidered. It is thai Episeopaa^y ai a certain perM 
adopted in theory mtd pradicey and stiUmainiaimt 
certain crude and tmseripiia'al doctrmea in r^er* 
ence to the ordinance cf BopCum, whereby she reih 
ders void the commission of Christ to his Apostles. 

Chairman. Gentlemen, it will be impossible 
to attend to the examination of these charges at 
this time, inasmuch as the day is at hand whieh 
will call me and a number off the gentlemen who 
compose this assembly, to the councils of the na- 
tion. I shall with pleasure meet this council on 
some future day ; at which time I shall pronounce 
the decision on the question already discussed, 
and will hear the examination of those now pr^ 
posed. 

ADJOURNED. 

The trial of the last charges, has been had, and 

shall be reported in due time. 

K. C. C. Reporter. 
March, 1817. 
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